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VINDICATION, 



|ERHAPS it may be neceflary to in* 



form the Public, that not long finc£ an 



Examination of the Fifteenth and Six* 
teenth Chapters of the Hiftory of the Decline 
and Fall of the Roman Empire was publiflied 
by Mr, Davis. He ftylcs himfelf a Bachelor 
of Arts, and a Member of Baliol College in the 
JJniverfity of Oxford* His title-page is a de- 
claration of wdr, and in the profecution of his 
religious crufade, he affumes k privilege of 
disregarding the ordinary laws which are re- 
fpfc&ed in the moft hoftile tranfa&ions between 
civilized men or civilized nations. Some of 
the harfheft epithets in the EngHfli language 
are repeatedly applied to the hiftorian, apart 
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of whofir work Mr. Davis has chofen for the 
objed of his criticifm. To this author Mr. 
t)avis imputes the crime oF-betraying the con- 
fidence and feducing the faith of thofe readers, 
who may heedlefsly ftray in the flowery paths 
of his didtion, without perceiving the poifonous 
fnake that lurks concealed in the grafs. Latet 
unguis in berbd. The Examiner has affumed the 
province of reminding them of cc the unfair 
<f proceedings of fuch an inidious friend> who 
<€ offers the deadly draught in a golden cup, 
cc that they may be lefs fenfible of the danger'. 
<f In order to which, Mr. Davis has feledted 
cc feveral of the more notorious inftances of his 
€( mifreprefentations and errors; reducing them 
Cf to their refpe&ivfe heads, and fubjoining, a 
<c long lift of almoft incredible inaccuracies: 
• tc and fuch ftriking proofs of fervile plagiarifin, 
" as the world will be furprifed to meet with 
€C in an author who puts in fo bold a claim to 
<f originality and extenfive reading 2 ?'* Mr. 
Davis profecutes this attack through an o&avo 
volume of not lefs than two hundred and eighty- 
four pages with the fame implacable ipirit; per- 
petually charges his adverfary with perverting 
the ancients, and tranfcribing the moderns; 
and, inconfiftently enough, imputes to him the 
oppofite crimes of art and careleflhefs, of gto& 

" Davis, Preface, p. ii. 4 Ibid. P/efaee, p. iii* 

ignorance- 
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ignorance and of wilful falfeliood. The Exa- 
miner clofes his work 3 with a fevere reproof pf 
thofe feeble critics who have allowed any ftiare 
of knowledge to an odious antagonift. He pre- 
furnes to pity and to condemn the firft hiftorian 
of the prefent age, for the generous approba- 
tion which he had beftowed on a writer who is 
content that Mr. Davis fliould be his enemy, 
whilft he has a right to name Dr. Robertfon 
for his friend. 

When I delivered to the world the Firft Vo- 
lume of an important Hiftory, in which Lhad 
been obliged to conned the progrefs of Chris- 
tianity with the civil ftate and revolutions of 
the Roman Empire, I could not be ignorant 
that the refult of my inquiries might offend the 
intereft of fome and the opinions of others. If 
the whole work was favourably received by the\ 
Public, I had the more reafon to expedt that 
this obnoxious part would provoke the zeal 
of thofe who confider themfel ves as the 
Watchmen of the' Holy City. Thefe expecta- 
tions were not difappointed ; and a fruitful 
crop of Anfwers, Apologies, Remarks, Exa- 
minations, &c. fprung up with all convenient 
fpeed. As foon as I faw the advertifement, I 
generally ferit for them; for I have never afi* 
fefted, indeed I have never underftood, the 

i Davis, p. 282, 283. 

B 2 ftoical 
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ftpical apathy, the proud contempt pHtU; 

cifm, which fome authors have publicly prpr 

feffed. Fame is the motive, it is the r^wardi; 

pf our labours $ nor can J eafily comprehend 

how it is poflible that we fhould remain cold 

and indifferent with regard tf) the attempts, 

which are made to deprive us of the moft va~ 

luable objeft of our poffeflion$| or at leaft of 

our hopes, Befides this ftrong a,nd natural 

impulfe of curiofity, I was prompted by the. 

more laudable delire of applying to my own, 

and the public, benefit, the well-grounded cen* 

fares of a learned ad verfarys and of correfting 

rfiofe faults which the indulgence of vanity and 

friendfhip had fijffer^d to efcape without obfer-? 

vfction. I read with attention feveral criticifma 

which were publilhed, againft the Two laft Chap* 

tersof my Hiftory, and unlefs I much deceive 

myfelf, I weighed them in my own mind with-. 

out prejudice aixi without refentment. After 

I was f learly fatisfied that their principal ob* 

je&ions were ^founded on mifreprefentation or 

miftake, J declined with fincere and difmte-. 

refted reluftance the odious tafk of controyerfy* 

3jid almoft formed a tacit refolution of conw 

mitting my intentions, my writings, and my 

adyerfariss tp the judgment of the Public, of 

whofe favourable djfppfition I ha4 received the 

fnpft flattering proofs, 

. _ .... y M - Th<? 
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The rea&ha which juftified my filence warn 
obvious and forcible: the refpeftabte nature of 
the fubje& itfelf, which ought not to be ralhly 
violated by the rude hand of controverfyj the 
inevitable tendency of difpute, which foon de* 
generates into minute and perfonal altercation *> 
the indifference of the Public for, the difcuffiow 
of fuch queftions as neither relate to the bufi^ 
nefs nor the amufemcntof the prcfent age* I 
calculated the poffible lofs of temper and th$ 
certain lofs of time, and confidered, that whifo 
I was laborioufly engaged in a humiliating t^fk* 
which could sdd nothing to my owp reputa- 
tion, or to the entertainment of my readers, i 
muft interrupt tl# profecution of a work which 
claimed my whole attention, and which th$ 
Public, or at leaft my friends, feemed to re-, 
quire with fome impatience at my hands. The. 
judicious lines of Dr. Young fometimes offered 
themftlves to my memory, and I felt the truth 
of his obfervation, That every author live* or 
dies by his own pen, and that the unerring^ 
fentence of Timeafligns its proper rank to every 
qompofition and to every criticifm, which i? 
preferves from oblivion. 

I fhould have confulted my own e'afe, and 
perhaps I fhould have a&ed in ftrifter confor- 
mity to the rule* of prudence, if I had Qtilh 
jerfevered in patient filence. But Mr. Davis 
mayi if he pleafes, aflume the merit of extort- 
ing 
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mgfrom me the notice which I had refufed to 
more honourable foes. I had declined the 
confideration of their literary Objections but he 
has compelled me to give an anfwer to his crimi~ 
nal Accufations. Had he confined himfelf to the 
ordinary, and indeed obfolete charges of impi- 
ous principles, and mifchievous intentions, L 
Ihould have acknowledged with readinefs and 
pleafure that the religion of Mr. Davis appeared 
to be very different from mine. Had he content- 
ed himfelf with the ufe of that ftyle which decen- 
cy and politenefs have banifhed from the more 
liberal part of mankind, I ihould have fmiled, 
perhaps with fome contempt, but without the 
kaft mixture of anger or refentment. Every 
animal employs the note, or cry, or howl, 
which is peculiar to itsfpeciesj every man ex- 
prefles himfelf in the dialed the moft congenial 
to his temper and inclination, the moft fami- 
liar to the company in which he has lived, and 
to the authors with whom he is converfantj 
and while I was difpofed to allow that Mr, 
Davis had made fome proficiency in Ecclefi- 
aftical Studies, I fhould have confidered the 
difference of our language and manners as an 
unfurmountable bar of feparation between us. 
Mr. Davis has overleaped that bar, and forces 
yne to contend with him on the very dirty 
ground which he has chofen for the fcene of 

our 
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pur corribat. He has judged, I know not with 
how much propriety, that the fupport of a caufe, 
which would difclaim fuch unworthy afliftance, 
depended on the ruin of my moral and literary 
charadter. The different mifreprefentations, 
of which he has drawn out the ignominious ca- 
talogue, would materially affedt my credit as 
an hiftorian, my reputation as a fcholar, and 
even my honour and veracity as a gentleman. 
If I am indeed incapable of underftanding 
' what I read, I can no longer claim a place 
among thofe writers who merit the efteem and 
confidence of the Public. If I am capable of 
wilfully perverting what I underftand, I no 
longer deferve to live in the fociety of thofe 
men, who confider a ftrict and inviolable ad- 
herence to truth, as the foundation of every 
thing that is virtuous or honourable in human 
nature. At the fame time, I am not infenfible 
that his mode of attack has given a tranfient 
pleafure to my enemies, and a tranfient uneafi- 
nefs to my friends. The fize of his volume, 
the boldnefs of his affertions, the acrimony of 
his ftyle, are contrived with tolerable (kill ta 
confound the ignorance and candour of his 
readers. There are few who will examine the 
truth or jufticeof his accufationsj and of thofe 
perfons who have been dire&ed by their edu- 
cation to the ftudy of ecclefiaftical antiquity, 

many 
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V many will believe, or will affeft to folievfc/ 
that the fuccefs of their champion has been 
equal to hi* aeal, and that the fktftnt pierced 
with an hundred wounds lies expiring at hrs 
feet. Mr. Davis's book will ceafe to be read 
(perhaps the grammarians may Already reproach 
mfe fbr the ufeof an improper tenfe); but the 
oblivion towards which it feems to be batten- 
ing, will affbrd the more ample fcope for the 
artful practices of thofe, Who may not! fcruple 
to affirm, or rather to infinuate, that Mr. 
Gibbon was puhlickly convi&ed of falfehood 
and mifreprefentation ; that the evidence pro- 
duced againft him was unanfwerable; and that 
his filence was the effeft and the proof of con- 
ftious guilt. tJnder the hands of a malicious 
fijrgeon, the ftingof a wafp may continue to 
fetter and inflame, long after the vexatious 

- little infe£t has left its ven«m and its life in the 
wound. 

The defence of my own honour is undoubt-* 
cdly the firft and prevailing-motive which urges 
me to repel with vigour an unjuft and unptt>-> 
voked attack; and to undertake a tedious 
vindication, which, after the perpetual re- 
petition of the vaineft and fnoft' difgutting 
of the pronouns, will, only prove that 1 
am innocent; and that Mr. Davis, in his 
charge, has very frequently fuhfcribed his 
a own 
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bWri condonation. And yet I may prelum^ 
to affirm, that the Public have fome intereft iti 
this controverfy. They haire fbme intereft t6 
know, whether the wHtetwhom they have ho- 
noured with their favour is deferving of their 
Confidence, whether they muft content them- 
felves ith reading the Hiftory of the Decline 
ahd Fall of the Roman Enlpire as a tale amuftng 
enough, or whether they may Venture tb deceive 
it as a fair and authentic hiftory. The general 
perfuafion of mankind, that where much has 
been pofitively afferted, fometbing muft be true?, 
may contribute to encourage a fecret fufpicion, 
which wcfiild naturally diffufe itfelf over the 
tvhole body off the work. Some of thofe friends 
who may nbw tax me with imprudence for 
taking this public notice of Mr. Davis's book, 
have perhaps already condemried nrle for filently 
acquiefcing under the weight of fuch ferious, 
fuch dire&, and fuch circumftantial imputa- 
tions. 

Mr. DaVis, who in the laft page of his 4 Work 
appears to have reeolle&ed that modefty is an 
amiable and ufeful qualification, affirms/ that 
his plan required only that he fhould confult 
the authors to whom he was dire&ed by my 
References} and that the judgment of ripter 

4 Davis, p. 284, 

€ yeafsf 
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years was not fo neceffary to enable him to 
execute with fuccefs the pious labour to which 
he had devoted his pen. Perhaps, before we 
feparate, a moment to which I moft fervently 
afpire, Mr, Davis may find that a mature judg- 
ment is indifpenfably requifite for the fuccefsful 
execution of any work of literature, and more 
efpecially of criticifm. Perhaps he will dif- 
cover, that a young ftudent, who haftily con- 
fults an unknown author, on a fubjed: with 
which he is unacquainted, cannot always be 
guided by the moft accurate reference to the 
knowledge of the fenfe, as well as to the fight 
of {he paflage which has been quoted by his 
adverfary. Abundant proofs of thefe maxims 
will hereafter be fuggefted. For the prefent, 
I fhall only rema/k, that it is my intention to 
purfue in my defence the order, or rather 
the courfe, which Mr. Davis has marked out 
in hia Examination ; and that I have num- 
bered the feveral articles of my impeachment 
according to the moft natural divifion of the 
fubjeft. And now let me proceed on this 
hoftile march over a dreary and barren defert, 
where thirft, hunger, and intolerable weari- 
nefs, are much more to be dreaded, than the 
arrows of the enemy* , 

I. "The' 
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cc The remarkable mode of quotation which q„ ota _ 
€t Mr. Gibbon adopts, muft immediately ftrike 
cc every one who turns to his notes. He fbme- 
" times only mentions the author, perhaps the 
cc book ; and often leaves the reader the toil 
cc of finding out, or rather guefling at the paf- 
" fage. The policy, however, is not without 
« c its defign and ufe. By endeavouring to de- 
<c prive us of the means of comparing him with 
" the authorities he cites, he flattered himfelf, 
c< no doubt, that he might fafely have recourfe 
c< to mifreprefentation V Such is the ftyle of 
Mr. Davis ; who in another place 6 mentions 
this mode of quotation fc as a good artifice to 
€< efcape dete&ion j" and applauds, with an 
agfeeable irony, his own labours in turning 
over a few pages of the Theodofian Code. 

I jfhall not defcend to animadvert on the rude 
and illiberal ftrain of this paflage, and I Will 
frankly own that my indignation is loft in afto- 
niftiment. The Fifteenth and Sixteenth Chap- 
ters of my Hiftory are illuftrated by three 
hundred and eighty-three Notes \ and the 
nakednefs of a few Notes, which are not ac- 
companied by any quotation, is amply com- 
penfated by a much greater number, which 
- contain two, three, or perhaps four diftinfl 
5 pavis, Preface,, p. ii. 6 Id. p. 230. 

C % references $ 
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references ; fo that upon the whole my ftock 
pf quotations which fupport and juftify my 
fafts cannot amount to lefs than eight hundred 
or a thoufand. jfys I had often felt the incon- 
venience of the loofe and general method of 
quofiqg yrhich is fo falfely imputed to me, I 
have carefully diftinguilhed the books y the ibapr 
ters, the feffions, the pages of the authors to 
whom I referred, with a degree of accuracy and 
attention, which might claim fome gratitude, 
as it has feldom been fo regularly pra&ifed by* 
any hiftorical writers, Afld here I mufl: con- 
fefs fome obligation to Mr. Davis, who, by 
♦ flaking my credit and his own on a circum- 
ftance fo obvious and palpable, has given me 
this early opportunity of fubmitting tfye merits 
of our caufe, or at leaflt of our chara&ers, to 
the judgment of the Public. Hereafter, 
when I am fummoned to defend myfelf 
againft the imputation of mifquoting the text, 
or mifrepreienting the fenfe of a Greek or La- 
tin author, it ^vill not be in my power to com* 
municate the knowledge of the languages, or 
the pofleffion of the books, to thofe readers 
who may be deftitute either of one or of the 
other, and the part which they are obliged to 
take between affertions equally ftrong and per- 
emptory, may fometimes be attended with 
£loubt and hefitation. But, in the prefent in- 

fiance* 
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ftance, every reader who will give himfelf the 
trouble of confulting the ,Firft Volume of my 
Hiftpry, is a competent judge of the queftion, 
J exhort, I folicit him to run his eye down 
the columns of Notes, and to count how many 
of the quotations are minute and particular, 
how few are yague and general. When he has 
fatisfied himfelf by this e&fy CQmputation, 
there is a word which may naturally fuggeft it- 
felf j an epithet, which I Ihould be forry either 
to deferve or ufe; the boldnefs of Mr. Davis's 
affertion, and the confidence of nr^y appeal, will 
fempt, nay, perhaps, will force him to apply 
that epithet either to one or to the other of thf 
adverfe parties. 

I have confefled that a critical eye may difr 
cover fome loofe and general references i but a* 
they bear a very inconftderable proportion to the 
whole jnafs, they cannot fupport, or even ex- 
cufe, a falle and ungenerous accufatipn, which 
niuft reflect diflionour either on the objed or 
pn the author of it. If the examples in which 
I have occafionally deviated from my ordinary 
pra&ice were fpecified and examined, I am 
perfuaded that they might always be fairly 
attributed to pne of the following reafons. 
I. In fome rare inft^nces, which I hiave never 
attempted to conceal, I have been obliged to 
^dopt quotations which were exprefled with 
lefs accuracy than I could have wifhed. 2. I 
jnay have accidentally recolle&ed the fenfe of ^ 
3 P a %? 
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paifage Which I had formerly fread, without 
being able to find the place, or even to tran- 
fcribe from memory the precife words. 3. The 
whole tract (as in a remarkable inftance of the 
fecOnd Apology of Juftin Martyr) was fo Ihort, 
that a more particular defcription was not re- 
quired. 4. The form of the compofition fup- 
plied the want of a local reference 1 the pre- 
ceding mention of the year fixed the paflage 
of the annalift; and the reader was guided to 
the proper fpot in the commentaries of Grotius, 
Valefius, or Godefroy, by the more accurate cita- 
tion of their original author. 5 . The idea which 
I was defirous of communicating to the reader, 
was fometimes the general refult of the author 
or treatife that I had quoted ; nor was it pof- 
fible to confine, within the narrow limits of a 
particular reference, the fenfe 6r fpirk which 
was mingled with the whole mafs. Thefe mo- 
tives are either laudable, or at leaft innocent. 
In two of thefe exceptions, my ordinary mode 
of citation was fuperfluous j in the other three, 
it was impra&icable. 

In quoting a comparifon which Tertulliaa 
had ufed to exprefs the rapid mcreafe of tht 
Marcionites, I exprelsly declared that I was 
pbliged to quote it from memory 1 . If I have 
been guilty of comparing them to bees inftead 
pf wafps, I can however mbft fincerely difclaim 

7 Gibbon's Hiflory* p. 551. I fhairufually refer to the 
third edition, unlefs there are any varfotisreatfings. 
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the fagacious fufpicion of Mr. Davis 8 , who 
imagines that I was tempted to amend the 
fimile of Tertullian from an improper-partiality 
for thofe odious Heretics. 

A refcript of Diocletian, which declared the 
old law (not an old law 9 ), had been alleged by 
me on the refpectable authority of Fra-Paolo. 
The Examiner, who thinks that he has turned 
over the pages of the Thfcodofian Code, in- 
forms 1 his reader that it may be found, 1. vi. 
tit. xxiv. leg. 8.; he will be furprifed to learn 
that this refcript could not be found in a code 
where it does not exift, but that it may diftindly 
be read in the fame number, the fame title, and 
the fame book of the Code of Justinian. He 
who is fevere fhould at leaft be jull: yet I 
fliould probably have difdained this minute ani- 
madverfion, unlefs it had ferved to difplay the 
general ignorance of the critic in the Hiftory 
of the Roman Jurifprudence, If Mr. Davis 
had not been an abfolute ftrangcr, the rnbft 
treacherous guide could not have perfuaded him 
that a refcript of Diocletian was to be found in 
the Theodofian Code, which was defigned only 
to preferve the law* of Conftantine and his fuc- 
oeffors. Compendiafam (feys Theodofius him- 
felf) Divalium Conftitutionum fcientiam, ex 
D^Conftantini temporibus roboramus. (Novell, 
^dcalccm Cod. Theod. 1. i. tit. i. leg. i.) 

• Davis, p. 144. * Gibbon, p. 593. ' Davis, p. 230. 

II. Few 
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II. 

lmk<ntt Few objefts are below the notice of Mr; 

pIi™* Davis, and his criticifm is never fo formidable 
as when it is directed againft the guilty cor-' 
reftor of the prefs, who on fome octafions has 
fhewn himfelf negligent of my fame and of his 
0\Vn. Some errors have arifen from the omif- 
fion of letters; from the confufion of cyphers, 
which perhaps were not very diftinttly marked 
id the original manufcript. The two of the 
Roman, and the eleven of the Arabic, numerals 
have been unfortunately miftaken for each 
other 5 the fimilar forms of a 2 and a 3, a 5 
and a 6, a 3 and an 8, have improperly been 
tranfpofed* Atftolycus for Atftolycus, Idolatria! 
for Ido&latria, Holfteriirs for Holfte»ius, had 
efcaped my own obfervation, as well asr 
the diligence of the perfon who Was em- 
ployed to revife the fheets of my Hiftory. 
Thefe important errors, from the Indulgence 
of a deluded Public, have been multiplied in 
the numerous impreflions of three different 
• editions; and for the prefent I can only lament 
my own defefte, whilft I deprecate the wrath of 
Mr. Davis, who feems ready to infer that I 
cannot either read or write. I fincerely ad- 
mire his patient induftry, which I defpair of 
being able to imitate;, but if a future edition 
fliould ever be required, I could wifti to ob+ 
tain, on any reafonable terms, the fervices of 
fo ufeful a corre&or, 

III. Mr* 
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Mr. Davis had been direfbed by my refer- Dt»»t». 

, INCI OP* 

cnces to feveral pdffages of Optatus Milevita- Editions. 
nus 2 , and of the Bibliotheque Ecclefiaftique of 
Mi Dupih 3 # He eagerly confults thofe places, 
is unfuccefsful, ahd is happy* Sometimes the 
place which I have quoted does not offer any 
of the circumftances which I had alleged, 
fometimes only a few; and fometimes the fame 
partTages exhibit a fenfe totally adverfe and re- 
pugnant to mine. Thefe fhameful mifrepre- 
fentations incline Mr. Davis to fufpcft that I 
have never confulted the origihal (not even 
of a common French book!), and he aflerts 
his- right to cenfufe ray prefumption. Thefe 
important charges form two diftinft articles in 
the lift of Mifreprefentations-, but Mr. Davis 
has amufed himfelf with adding to the flips of 
the pen or of the prefs, fome complaints of 
his ill fuccefs, when he attempted to verify my 
quotations from Cyprian and from Shawns 
Travels 4 . 

The fuccefs of Mr. Davis would indeed have 
been fomewhat extraordinary, unlefs he had 
confulted the fame editions, as well as the fame 
places. I ftiall content myfelf with mention- 

* Davis, p. 73, 3 Id. p. 132— 136. 4 14. p. 151. 155. 

D ing 



Digitized by 



I is 3 



ing the editions which I have ufed, and with 
affuring hrm, that if he renew* hh fearch> he 
will not, or rather ihat be will* be dilap- 
pointed, 

, Mr. Gibi>on/fe Edkioits. Mr. Davis's Eitionfc.. 

Optatus Milcvitanus, byDqpin, 1 Fol. Antwerp, 170a- 

fol. Paris, 1700. 1 
JXipin, Bftdimheqae EccleJafr I 8vio. Paris, 1687. 

tique, 4to. Parts, 1690. I 
'Cypriani Qpera, Edit. Fell, fol. I Moft probably Oxon. 

Anritodasn, 1700^ iH$x> 
Sbaw's Travels, 410. London, The folio Edition* 

' ' *757- 

IV. 

jf^xsH The riature of my fubjeft had led me to 
5ac T itVi! mention,, not the real origin of the Jews, but 
their firft appettramt to the eyes of other na- 
tions i and I cannot avoid tranferibing the fhort 
pafiage in which I had introduced them,, 
♦ c The Jews, who under the Affyriarr and Per- 
•* fian monarchies hadf fangurftied for many 
c< ages the moft defpified portion of their 
cc flaves, emerged from their obfeurity under 
« f the fiicceflbrs of Alexander. And as they 
" multiplied to a furprifing degree in the Eaflv 
w and afterwards in the Weft, they loon ex- 
u cited the curiofity and wonder of other na- 
•« tions'." This Ample abridgment feems in its 
turn to have excited the wonder of Mr. Davis* 
whofe furprife almoft renders him eloquent. 
5 Gibbon, p. 537, 

••What 
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^Wbat-a ftrangevaffiernblage," fays he, " is 
^ c Here? It if like Milton's Chios, without 
c< bound, without dinsienfion, wheje time and 
€e ptac# are^loftf, —In filorti what doe* this-dif- 
*f playaffi&rd u4 but a dealxof ^boyifti co- 
louring to *fr^ prejudice pf \ much good hif- 
tory*/? " Ifririghdy uiKterftand Mr, Davis's 
language*, he. cenfures, as a piece of cqnfufed 
dedaanation, rite ipafifoge which ta-baa pro- 
duced from my Hiftory i and if 1 colle& the 
angry criticifms which he has fcattered over 
twenty pages of confrpverfy % I think I can 
difcover that there U hardly a period, or even 
a w&cd, in this unfortunate paffage^which has 
obtained the approbation of the Examiner. . 

Ajs nothing can efcape his vigilance, he cen,- 
flires me for including the twelve tribes of If- 
raei under j:he common appellation of Jews ?, 
and for extending the name of Assyrians to 
the fubje&s of the Kings of Babylon * 5 and 
again cenfures me, becaufe fome £a£ks which 
- are affirmed or infinjuated in my text, do not 
agree with the ftri& and proper limits which he has 
afSgned to thofe rational denominations. The 
name of Jtws has indeed been eftablifhed by the 
fcepter of the tribe of Judai, and, in the times 
which preeette thecaptivity, it is ufed in the more 

6 Davis, p. 5. r Id. p. 2-22. **Id. p. $. 9 Id. p. 2. 
" ' . t> 2 generil 
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general fenfe with fome fort of impropriety ; 
but furcly I am riot peculiarly charged with a 
fault which has been confi&rated by the con- 
fen t of twenty centuries, the praftice of the 
beft writers* ancient as ivell as modern (Sec 
Jofephus and Pridcaux, even in the titles of 
their refpc&ive works), and by the ufageof mey- 
dern languages, of the Latin, the Greek, and, 
if I may credit Reland, of the Hebrew itfelf 
(See Paleftin. 1. i. «v With regard to 

the other word, that of Aflyrians, moft af- 
furedly I will not lofe myfelf in the labyrinth 
of the Afiatic monarchies before the age of 
Cyrus i nor indeed is any more required for 
my juftification, than to prove that Babylon 
was confidered as the capital and royal feat of 
Affyria. If Mr- Davis were a man of learn- 
ing, I might be morofe enough to cenfure his 
ignorance of ancient geography, and to over- 
whelm him under a load of quotations, which 
might be collected and tranferibed with very 
little trouble : But as I muft fuppofe that he 

* has received a claflical education, I might have 
expe&ed him to have read the firft book of 
Herodotus, where that hiftorian defcribes, in 
the cleared and mpft elegant terms, the fitu- 

' ation and greatnefs of Babylon : Tu? St Ao-rif wc 

piv xov gat ccXXa, woXic/AaTa ptyxXa. sroXXcc f ?o 
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N**ou etvvta"t&?ov yivofAsy^ roe, (Sour xano-Tuxff, 
*iv BotCvXov. (Clio, c- 178.) I may be furprifed 
that he fhould be fo little converfant with the 
Gyropoedia of Xenophon, in the whole courfe 
of which the King of Babyloirj the adverfary 
of the Medes and Periians, is repeatedly men- 
tioned by the ftyle and titleof the Assyrian,'0& 

(1. ii. p. 102, 103, Edit. Hutchinfon.) But 
there remains fomething more : and Mr. Davis 
^luft apply the fame reproaches of inaccuracy^ 
if not ignorance^ to the Prophet Ifaiah,. who, 
in the name of Jehovah, announcing the down- 
fal of Babylon and the deliverance of Ifrael, 
declares with an oath; "And as I have pur- 
u pofed the thing fhall Hand: to crufh the 
(€ Assyrian in my land, and to trample him 
on my mountains. Then fhall his yoke de- 
part from pff them ; and his burthen fhall 
c $- be removed from off their Ihoulders.* (Ifaiah, 
xiv. 24, 25. Lowth's new tranflation. See 
Ukewife the Bifhop's note, p. 98.) Our old 
1 tranflation expreffes, with lefs elegance, the 
the fame meaning; but I mention with pleafure 
the labours of arefpeftable Prelite, who in this, 
.as well as in a former work, has very happily 
united the moft critical judgment, with the tafte 
and fpirit of poetry* 

* : The 
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The jealoufy ^rfuch Mr. Davis affeefesibr.th* 
honour of the ;Jew6ft* people* v wiU hot fuffer hiai 
to allow that they wei*e Jlaves to the con<|uecors 
of the Eaft; and while he acknowledges that 
they were tributary and dependent, he feems 
defirous of introducing, or aven inventing^ 
fome milder exprefiion of the* ftatic of vaffafc 
age and fubfervienct ' $ from whence Tacitus af- 
fomed the words of defpeSliffima pars fervientiutri. 
Has Mr. Davis hetfer heard of the difHn&kta 
of civil and polkkal flavery ? Is he ignorant 
that even the natural and vkiofious ftrbje6fcs of 
an Afiatic defpot have been deferveetty mailed 
with the opprobrious epithet of flaves fey every 
writer acquainted with the 'name fctut ^dvanH- 
tage of freedom? Does he not know that, un- 
der fuch a government, the ytake is tmpofed 
-yvith double weight on the necks of the tfati- 
quiflied^ as the rigour of tyranny is : aggra- 
vated by the abiift of conqtieft. "* From tfie 
firft invafion of Judaea by thcrarms of the" Af- 
fyrians, to tfie ' Jbbverfion of the Perfian mch- 
narchy by Alexander, there ekpfed a period 
of above four hundred years, - which 4hekided 
about twelve ages or generations eff the huntt4h 
race. As long as the Jews afferted their in- 
dependence, they repeatedly* RfJfered : etery ca- 
lamity which the rage and itifotenct *f * vi©- 
' Davis, p. 6. 

torious 
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toriotu etemy ccnrid inflid; the throne of David 
wfcs overturned, the tennple and city were re* 
dwced to nfhcs/ind the whole land, a circum* 
jftanee perhaps unparalleled in liiftory, remained 
threescore and ten years without inhabitants, 
and without cultivation, (-£ Chronicles, xxxvi, 
ai.) According to an infkitution which has 
lottg prevailed in Afia, and particularly in the 
TwkHh government, the moft beautiful and . 
ingenious youths were care&tty educated in 
the -palace, where fuperior merit fomcdmes 
introduced thefe fortunate Jlaves to the favour 
<$f the conqueror, and to the honours of the 
ftate. (See the book and example of DwieL) 
.The reft of the unhappy Jews experienced the 
jiard&ips of captivity and exile in dift&nt land*, 
•and whale individuals were opprefled, the na- 
lion feemed do be difiblved Or annihilated. The 
gracious edi& of Cyrus was offered to all thofe 
who worfliippcd the God of Ifirael in uhe tempir 
.of Jerufalemi but it was accented by no more 
than forty-tw6 thoufand fxribns of either &k 
and of every age, and of thefe about thirty 
thowfand derived their origin from the Tribes 
«f Judah, of Benjamin, and of Levi. (See Ex- 
ra, i. Neheixiiah,vii. krtd' Pfadeaux?* Conneo- 
tions, vol. u p. 107. fbl. Edk. London, 17 i&j) , 
The inconfiderable band of exiles, wlto retutneti 
to mfeabi* Ae ia^d of tkeirfather$,:rasmett be 
; . i t computed 
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computed as the hundred and ^fiftieth part of 
the mighty people that had been numbered by 
the impious ralhnefs of David. After a fur- 
vey, which did not comprehend the Tribes of 
JLevi and Benjamin, the monarch was affured 
that he reigned over one million Jive hundred and 
/evenly tboufandmen that drew fword (i Chro- 
nicles, xxi. i — 6), and the country of Judaea 
. muft have contained near feven millions of free 
inhabitants. The progrefs of reiteration is 
always lefs rapid than that of deftrudtionj Je- 
rufalem, which had been ruined in a few 
months, was rebuilt by the flow and inter- 
rupted labours of a whole century \ and the 
Jews, who gradually multiplied in their na- 
tive feats, enjoyed a fervile and precarious ex- 
iftence, which depended on the capricious will 
of their mafter. The books of Ezra and Ne- 
hemiah do not afford a very pleafing view of 
their fituation under the Perfian Empire ; and 
the book of Efther exhibits a moft extraordi- 

' nary inftancc of thfe degree of eftimation in 
which they were held at the Court of Sufa, A 
Minifter addreffed his King in the following 
words, which may he confidered as a Com- 
mentary on the defpeHiffvma pars fervientium of 

. the Roman hiftorian: "And Haman faid to 
€( King Ahafuerus, There is a certain people 
€€ fcattered abroad, and difperfed among the 

cc people 
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« c people hi all the provinces of thy kingdom ; 
" and their laws are diverfe from all people, 
<c neither keep they the King's laws; therefore 
<c it is not for the King's profit to fuffer them. 
cc If it pleafe the King, let it be written that 
€e they may be deftroyed; and I will pay ten 
" thoufand talents of Giver to the hands of 
cc thofe that have the charge of the bufinefs, to 
<c bring it to the King's treafuries* And the 
<c king took his ring from his hand, and gave 
cc it to Haman, the fon of Hammedatha the 
cc Agagite, the Jews' eneyny. And the king 
cc faid unto Haman, The filver is.given unto 
cc thee; the people alfo, to do with them as 
€€ it feemeth good to thee." (Efther, iii. 8— 1 1.) 
This trifling favour was aflted by the Minifter, 
and : granted by the Mpnarch, with an eafy in- 
difference, which exprefTed their contempt for 
the lives and fortunes of the Jews; the bufinefs 
pafled without .difficulty through tfye forms of 
office; and had Efther been lefs lovely, or lefs 
beloved, a fingle day would have confummated 
the univerfal flaughter of a fubmiffive people, 
to whpm no legal defence was allowed, and 
from whom no refiftance feems to have been 
dreaded* . I am a ftranger to Mr. Davis's poli- 
tical principles; but I fhould think that the] 
epithet of Jlaves, and of defpifed (laves, may, 
without injuftice, be applied to a captive na- 
J£ tion a 
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tion* o*et whofe Head the {word of tyranny 
waa ftMpsndod by fo ftender a thread* 

The policy of the Macedonians was very 
different from that of the Perfians 5 and yet 
Mr. Davis, wha relu&antly confeffes that the 
Jews were ©ppreifed by the former, does not 
underftand how long they were fayotired and 
protected by the latter*. In thefhock of thofe 
revolutions which divided the empire of Alex- 
ander, Judaea, like the other provinces, expe- 
rienced? the tranlient ravages of an advancing 
oir retreating enemy, who led away a multitude 
06 captives. But, in the age of Jofephus, the 
Jews ftiU enjbyed the privileges granted by the 
Kings of Afia and Egypt, who had fixed nu- 
merous colonies of that nation in the new cities 
of Alexandria, Antioch, &c. and placed them* 
in the feme* honourable condition (i<ro7ro^rar> 
ijfwipw.) as the Greeks and Macedonians them- 
felves!. (Jpfeph. Antrquitat. 1. xii. c. 1. 3. 
P- 5^5* 596/ Vol. i. edit. Havercamp.) Had 
they been treated with lefs indulgence, their 
fcttlementin thofe celebrated cities, the feats of 
commerce and learning, was enough to introduce 
theinto the knowledge of the world, and tojuftifjr* 
my abfurd propofition, that they emerged from 
obfcurijy under the fucceffors of Alexander* 

z Davis, p. 4. 

. , The 
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The jews remained and flourifhed uade* tke 
taild dominion of the Macedonian Prince^ 
till they were compelled to aflert their civil and 
religious rights againft Antiochus Epiphanes* 
who had adopted new maxims of tyranny ; and 
the age of the Maccabees is perhaps the moft glo- 
rious period of the Hebrew annals. Mr. Davis> 
who on this occafiori is bewildered by the fub- 
tlety of Tacitus, does "not comprehend why 
the hiftorian fhould afcribe the independence 
of the Jews to three negative caufes, cc Mace* 
ic donibus invalidism Parthis nondum adultis, 
€€ et Romani procul aberant." To the under* 
ftanding of the critic, Tacitus might as well 
have obferved, that the Jews were not deftroyed 
by a plague, a famine, or an earthquake j and 
Mr. Davis cannot fee, for his own part, any 
reafon why they might not have eledled Kings 
of their own two or three hundred years be* 
fore 3. Such indeed was not the reafon of Ta* 
citus: he probably confidered that every na- 
tion, deprefled by the weight of a foreign 
power, naturally rifes towards the furface, at 
foon as the preflure is removed; and he 
might think that, in a fhort and rapid hiftory 
of the independence of the Jews, it was fuffi- 
cient for hirp to fliew that the obftacles did not 
exift, which, in an earlier or in a later period, 

3 Davis, p. $• 

E 2 would 



Digitized by 



t 28 ] 

would have checked their efforts. Tke ctiri- 
ous reader, who has leifure to ftudy the Jewifli 
and Syrian hiftory, will* difcover, that the 
throne of the Afmonsean Princes was con- 
firmed by the two great victories of the Parthian* 
over Demetrius Nicator, and Antiochus Sidetes 
(See Jofeph. Antiquitat. Jud. 1. xi;i. c. 5, 6." 
8, 9. Juftin, xxxvi. 1. xxxviii. 10. with Ulher 
and Prideaux, before Chrift 141 and 130); and 
the expreffion of Tacitus, the more clofely it is 
examined, will be the more rationally admired. 

My Quotations 4 are the obje£b of Mr. Da- 
vis's criticiifm 5 , as well as the Text of this fllort, 
but obnoxious paflage. He corre£ts the error 
of my memory, which had fuggefted fervitutis 
inftead of fervientium; and fo natural is the al- 
liance between truth and moderation, that' on 
this occafion he forgets his charafter, and can- 
didly acquits me of any malicious defign to 
mifreprefent the words of Tacitus. The other 
references, which are contained in the firft and 
fecond Notes of my Fifteenth Chapter," are 
conne&ed with each other, and can only be 
miftaken after they have been forcibly fepa- 
rated. The filence of Herodotus is a fair evi- 
dence of the obfcurity of the Jews, who had 
efcaped the eyes of fo curious a traveller. The 
Jews are firft mentioned by Jiiftm, wheh he 

* Gibbon, p. 537. Notei, 2. 5 Davis, p. 10, n. 20* 
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relates the liege of Jerufalem by Antiochtis St- 
detes; and the conqueft of Judaea, by the 
krms of Pompey, engaged Diodbrus and Dion 
to introduce that Angular nation to the ac- 
quaintance of their readers. Thefe epochs, 
which are' within feventy years of each other, 
mark the age in which the Jewifh people, 
emerging from their obfeurity, began to aft a 
part in the fociety of nations, and to excite 
the curiofky of the Greek and Roman hifto- 
rians. For that purpofe only,, I had appealed 
to the authority of Diodorus Siculus, of Juftin, 
or rather of Trogus Pompeius, and of Dion 
Caflius. If I had defigned to inveftigate the 
Jewifh Antiquities, reafon, as well as . faith, 
muft have directed my inquiries to the Sacred 
Books, which, even as human produ&ions, 
would deferve to be ftudied as one of the moft 
curious and original monuments of the Eaft. 

I ftand accufed, though not indeed by Mr. 
Davis, for profanely depreciating the promifed 
Land, as well as xhe cbofen People. The Gentle- 
man without a name has placed this charge 
in the front of his battle 1 , and if my memory: 
does not deceive me, it js one of the few re- 
marks in Mr. Apthorpe's book, which have, 
any immediate relation to my Hiftory. They 

* Remarks, p. 1. 
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fpem to C9nfider in the light of a reproach, and of 
an unjuft reproach, the idea which I had given of 
Palestine, as of a territory fcarcely fuperior to 
Wales in extent and fertility 2 j and theyf 
ftrangely convert a geographical obfervation 
into a theological error. When I recolleft 
that the imputation of a fimilar error was em- 
ployed by the implacable Calvin, to precipi- 
tate and to juftify the execution of Servetus, 
I muft applaud the felicity of this country, and 
of this age, which has difarmed, if it could 
not mollify, the fiercenefs of ecclefiaftical cri- 
ticifm *(See Diftionaire Critique de Chauffepie, 
torn* iv. p. 22 3). 

As I had compared the narrow extent of 
Phoenicia and Paleftine with the important bief- 
fings which thole celebrated countries had dif- 
fufed over the reft of the earth, their minute fize 
became an objeft not of cenfure but of praife. 

Ingentes anjmosangufto in pe&are verfant. 
The precife meafure of Paleftine * was taken 
from Templeman's Survey of the Globe: he 
allows to Wales 701 1 fquare Englifh miles, Co 
the Morea, or Peloponnefus, 7200, to the Se- 
ven United Provinces 7546, and to Judaea or 
Paleftine 7600. The difference is not very 
confiderable, and if any of thefe countries has 

* Gibbon, p. 30. 
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been magnified beyond its real fize, Afia a 
more liable than Europe to have been affeflfced 
by the inaccuracy of Mr. Templeman's maps* 
To the authority of this modern ftrrvey, I fhaff 
only add the ancient and weighty teffimony of 
Jerom, who palled in Palefctne Awe riwrty 
years of his life; From Dan to Berfeeftafr, the 
two fixed and proverbial boundaries of the Holf 
Land, he reckons no more than* one hundred? 
and ffxty miles (Hieronym. ad Dardanum, 
torn, iih p. 66), and die breadth of Pafeffme 
cannot by any expedient be ftretched to on# 
half of its length (See Rdand, Pateflin. h tu 
c. 5. p. 421). 

The degrees and limits of fertility cannot 
be afcertained with the ftrift fimplicity off geo* 
graphical meafures^ Whenever we* fpeak of 
the productions of the earth, in eRffferent clr- 
. mates, our ideas muft be relative, our expref- 
fions vague and doubtful ; nor can we always 
diftinguiftt between the gifts of Nature and? 
the rewards of Induftry. The Emperor Fre- 
derick II., the enemy and the viftim ef tke 
Clergy, is accufed of faying, after his return^ 
ftom his Grufade, that the Godv of the Jews- 
would have defpifed his promifed land, if he 
had once feen the fruitful realms of Sicily 
arid Naples (See Giannone Iftoria Civile del" 
Regno di Napoli, torn. ii. p. 045). This raillery, 

which 
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which malice has perhaps falfely imputed ta 
Frederick, is jncorjfiftent with truth and piety j 
yet it muft be confefled, that the foil of Pale- 
ftine does not contain that inexhauftible, and 
as it were lpontaneous, principle of fecundity, 
which, under the moft unfavourable circum- 
ftance, has covered with rich harvefts the banks 
of the Nile, the fields of Sicily, or the plains 
of Poland. The Jordan is the only navigable 
river of Paleftine : a confide rable part of the 
narrow Ipace is occupied, or rather loft, in the 
Dead Sea, whofe horrid afpeft infpires every 
fenfation of difguft, and countenances every 
tale of horror. The diftri&s which border on 
Arabia partake of , the fandy quality of the ad- 
jacent defert. The face of the country, except 
the fea-coaft and the valley of the Jordan, is 
covered with mountains, which appear for the 
moft part as naked and barren rocks ; and in 
the neighbourhood of Jerufalem there is a real 
fparcity of the two elements of earth and wa- 
ter (See Maundrel's Travels, p. 65, and Re- 
land Paleftin. torn. i. p. 238 — 395). Thefe 
difadv^ntages, which now operate in their 
fplleft extent, were formerly correfted by the 
labours of a numerous people, and the a&ive 
protection of a wife government. The hills 
\yere plothed with rich beds of artificial mould, 
{he rain was cqlle&ed in vaft cifternsj, a fup- 

ply 
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ply of frefti water was conveyed by pipes and 
aquedu&s to the dry lands, the breed of cattle 
was ehcOuraged in thofe parts which Were not 
adapted for tillage, and almoft every fpot Was 
compelled to yield fome prodii&ion for the ufe 
of the inhabitants. (See the fame teftimonies 
and observations of Maundtel and Reland.) 

Pater ipfe colendi 
Haud facilem efTe viam voluit, primufque per artem 
Movit agros ; curis acuehs mortalia corda 
Nec torpere gravi palTus suaRegna veterno. 

Such are the ufeful vi&ories which have been 
atchieved by Man on the lofty mountains of 
Switzerland, along the rocky coaft of Genoa, 
and upon the barren hills of Paleftine; aqd 
lince Wales has flourilhed under the influence 
of Englifti freedom, that rugged country has 
furely acquired fome fhare of the fame induf- 
trious merit and the fame artificial fertility. 
Thofe Critics who interpret the comparifon of 
Paleftine and Wales as a tacit libel on the for- 
mer, are themfelves guilty of an unjuft fatire 
againft the latter, of thofe countries. Such is 
the injuftice of Mr. Apthorpe and of the ano- 
nymous Gentleman: but if Mr. Davis (as we 
may fufpeft from his name) is himfelf of Cam- 
brian origin, his patriotifm on this oqcafion 
has protected me from his zeal. 

F V. I 
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1 lhall begin this article by the confeflion of 
an error which candour might perhaps excufe, 
but which my Adverfary magnifies by a pathe- 
tic interrogation. " When he tells us, that he 
" has carefully examined all the original ma- 
fC terials, are we to believe him? or is it his 
<c defign to try how far the credulity and eafy 
c< difpofition of the age will fuffer him to pro- 
€€ ceed unfufpe&ed and undifcovered *?" (gtuo* 
ufque tandem abuteris Catilina patient id nojtral 

In fpeaking of the danger of idolatry, I had 
quoted the pidtorefque expreffion of Tertullian, 
" Recogita fylvam et quantas latitant fpinse, r 
and finding it marked c. 10 in my Notes, I 
haftily, though naturally, added de Idohlatria* 
inftead of de Corona Militis, and referred to 
one Treatife of Tertullian inftead of another 7 . 
And now let me alk in my turn, whether Mr. 
Davis had any real knowledge of the paflage 
which I had mifplaced, or whether he made an 
vngenerous ufe of his advantage, to infinuate 
that I , had invented or perverted the words of 
Tertullian? Ignorance is lefs criminal than 
malice, and I fhall be fatisfied if he will plead 
guilty to the milder charge. 

The fame pbfervation may be extended to a 
paflage of Le Clerc, which aflerts, in the 
6 Davis, p. 25* 7 Gibbon, p. 553. Note 40. 

8, cleared 
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cleareft terms, the ignorance of the more an- 
cient Jews with regard to a future ftate. Le 
Clerc lay open before me, but while my eye 
moved from the book to the paper, I tran- 
fcribed the reference c. i. fed. 8. inftead of^ 
fed:, i. c. 8. from the natural, but erroneous 
• perfuafion, that Chapter expreffed the larger, 
and Seflion the fmaller divifion 8 : and this dif- 
ference, of fuch trifling moment and fo eafily 
re&ified, holds a diftinguiflied place in the lift 
of Mifreprefentations which adorn Mr. Davis's 
Table of Contents 9 . But to return to Tertul- 
lian. 

The infernal pi&ure, which I had produced 1 
from that vehement writer, which excited the 
horror of every humane reader, and which 
even Mr. Davis will not explicitly defend, has 
furnifhed him with a few critical cavils *. 
Happy fhould I think myfelf, if the materials 
of my Hiftory could be always expofed to the 
Examination of the Public and I (hall b^ 
content with appealing to the impartial 
Reader, whether my Verfion of this Paflage is 
not as fair and as faithful, as the more literal 
tranflation which Mr. Davis has exhibited in 
an oppofite column. I fhall only juftify two 

8 Gibbon, p. 560, Note 58. 9 Davis, p. 19. 

* Qibbpn, p. 566. a Davis, p, 29—33. 

F ? expreffions 
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expreffions which have provoked his indigna- 
tion. 1 . I had obferyed that the zealous Afri- 
can purfues the infernal description in a long 
variety of affe&ed and unfeeling witticifmss 
the inftances of Gods, of Kings, of Magiftrates, 
of Philofophers, of Poets, of Tragedians, 
were introduced into my Tranflation. Thoft 
which I had omitted, relate to the Dancers, the 
Charioteers, and the Wreftlers; and it is al- 
moft impoffible to exprefs thofe conceits which 
are connefted with the language and manners 
•of the Romans. But the reader will be fuffi- 
ciently lhocked, when he is informed that Ter- 
tullian alludes to the improvement which the 
agility of the Dancers, the red livery of the 
Charioteers, and the attitudes of the Wreftlers, 
would derive from the effefts of fire. <c Tunc 
c< hiftriones cognofcendi folutiores multo per 
€€ ignerpi tunc fpe&^ndus Auriga in flammea 
c< rota tptus rub^r. Tunc Xyftici content 
5 C plandi, non in Gymnafiis, fed in ignejacu- 
€ * lati." 2. I cannot refufe to anfwer Mr. 
Davis's very particular queftion, Why I appeal 
to Tertullian for the condemnation of thp 
wifeft and moft virtuous of the Pagans ? Becaufe 
I am inclined to beftow that epithet on Trajap 
arid the Antonines, Homer and Euripides, 
Plato and Ariftotle, who are all manifeftly in- 
cluded 
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eluded within the fiery defcription which I had 
produced. 

I am accufed of mifquoting Tertullian ad 
Scapularr^ as an evidence that Martyrdoms 
were lately introduced into Africa 4 . Befides 
Tertullian, I had quoted from Ruinart (Ada 
Sincera, p. 84.) the Afts of the Scyllitan Mar- 
tyrs and a very moderate knowledge of Ec- 
clefiaftical Hiftory would have informed Mr, 
Divis, that the two authorities thus connefted 
eftabjifh the propofition aflerted in my Text* 
Tertullian, in the above-mentioned Chapter, 
fpeaks of one of the Proconfuls of Africa, Vi- 
gellius Saturninus, cc qui primus hie gladium in 
" nos egit the A&a Sincera reprefent the 
fame Magiftrate as the Judge of the Scyllitan 
Martyrs; and Ruinart, with the confent of the 
beft Critics, afcribes their fufferings to the 
perfecution of Severus. Was it my fault if 
Mr. Davis was incapable of fupplying the in- 
termediate ideas? 

Is it likewife neceflary that I fliould juftify 
the frequent ufe which I have made of Tertul- 
lian? His copious writings difplay a lively and 
interefting pifture of the primitive Churchy 
and the fcantinefs of original materials fcarcely 
left me the liberty of choice. Yet as I was 

? Pavis, p. 35, 36. 4 Gibbon, p 609, Note 17Z. 

fenfible, 
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fenfible, that the .Mohtanifm of Tertullian it 
the convenient fcreen which our orthodox 
Divines have placed before his errors, I4pafve, 
wifh peculiar caution, confined myfelf ^o thofe 
works which were compofed in the mb're early 
and founder part of his life. 

As a collateral juftification of rfiy frequent 
appeals to this African Prefbyter, I had intro- 
duced, in the third edition of my Hifto*y, two 
paffages of Jerom and Prudentius, which prove 
that Tertullian was the mafter of Cyprian, and 
that Cyprian was the mafter of the Latin 
Church 5 . Mr. Davis aflurcs me, however, 
that I fhould have done better not to have 
€C added this note 6 , as I have drjy accumu- 
f< lated piy inaccuracies." One inaccuracy he 
had indeed detected, an error of the prefs, Hie- 
ronym. de Viris illuftribus, c. 53 for 63 ; but 
this advantage is dearly purch^fed by Mr. Da- 
vis. Ew^of rov <J JaernoA*!/, which he produces as 
the original words of Cyprian, has a braver and 
more learned found, than Dp magiftrum \ but 
the quoting in Greek, a fentence which was pro- 
nounced, and is recorded, in Latin, feems to 
bear the mark of the moft ridiculous pedantry 
ynlefs Mr. Davis, confuting for the firft time 
{he Works of J^rom, mjftook the Verfion of 

5 Gibbon, p. 566. N. yty 6 Pavis, p. 145. 

Sophronius^ 
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Sophronius, whicfr is prinjed in ths Oppofit^ 
column, for the Text of his original Author* 
My reference to Pradentius, Hymn, xiii. joa. 
cannot..fo eafily be juftified, as I prefumptu4 
oiifly believed that toy critics would continue 
to read till they came to a full ftop. I fliqil 
now place before them, not the firft verfe only, 
but the entire period, which they ^will find full* 
exprefs, and fatkfa&ory. The Poet fay* of 
St. Cyprian, whom he places in Heaven, 

Nec minus involitat terris, nec ab hoc recedit orb« : " 
Differit, eloquitur/ traftat, docet, iiaftruit, prbphetai; 
Nec Libyan populos tantum regit, exit ufque in ortum 
- Soils, et ufqne obittfni ; Galks fovet, imbuh Britanms* 
Prefidet H*/peri*> Chfikvan fait ultiniis Hiberis. 

■ VI. ; 

On the fubjeft of the imminent danger Suwici- 
which the Apaoajypfc has fo narrowly Reaped 7 ; H f** V 
Mrv Davi? accufes me df mifrcprefenting the ^*' pA *" 
Tentiments of Sulpkius Sevenaa and F*a^ 
Jj?a<ylo V with -this difference, however - , that I 
wfcs incapable of Vcading or undfcrftanding the 
text of the Latin author ; but that I wilfully 
perverted the fenfe of the Italian hiftorian. 
Thefe imputations I (hall eafily \tfipe away, by 
Ihewing that, in the firft inftance, I am proba- 

7 Gibbon, p. 563, 564. N. 67. 
. * Davis, p. 40—44. 

bly 
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bly in the right ; and that* in the fecond, he ig 
certainly in the wrong. 

1. The concife and elegant Sulpicius, who 
has been juftly ftyled the Chriftian Salluft, after 
mentioning the exile and Revelations of St. 
John in the ifle of Patmos, obferves (and 
furely the obfervation is in the language of 
cfomplaint), " Librum facrae Apocalypfis, qui 
cc quidem a pUrifque aut ftulte abt impie nofi 
<c recipitur, conferiptum edidit." , I am found 
guilty of fuppofing plerique to fignify the greater 
number; whereas Mr. Davis, with Stephens's 
Dictionary in his hand, is able to prove that 
plerique has not always that extenfive meaning, 
and that a claflic of good authority has ufed the 
word in a much more limited and qualified 
fenfe. Let the Examiner therefore try to ap- 
ply his exception to this particular cafe. For 
my part, I ftand under the £rote&ioii of the 
general ufage of the Latin language, and with 
a ftron£ prefumption in favour of the juftice of 
my caufe, or at leaft of the innocence and fair- 
ndsof my intentions; fince I have tranflated a 
familiar word, according to its Acknowledged 
and ordinary acceptation. 

But, -* c if I had looked into the pafiage, and 
c< found that Sulpicius Severus there exprefsly 
" tells us, that the Apocalypfe was the work 
*' of St. John, I could not have committed lb 

ff unfortunate 
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c 5 unfortunate a blunder, as to cite tKis Father 
cc as faying. That the greater number of Chrif- 
<c tians denied its Canonical authority 9 ." 
Unfortunate indeed would have been my 
blunder, had I afferted that the fame Chris- 
tians who denied its Canonical authority, ad- 
mitted it to be the work of an Apoftle. Such 
indeed was the opinion of Severus himfelf,. 
and his opinion has obtained the fanftioa of 
the Church ; but the Chriftians whom he taxes 
with folly or impiety for reje&ing this facred 
book, muft have fupported their error by at- 
tributing the Apocalypfe to fortie uninfpired 
writer ; to John the Prefby ter, or to Cerinthratf 
the Heretic. 

, If the rules of grammar and of logic author 
rife, or at leaft allow me to tranflate plerique by 
the greater number, the Eccfefiaftical Miftory of 
the fourth century illuftrates and juftifies thi$ 
obvious interpretation.- From a fair compari- 
son of the populoufnefs and learning of the 
Gredc and Latin Churches, may I not con- 
clude that ; the former contained the greater 
number of Chriftians qualified to pais fentence 
on a myfterious prophecy compofed in the 
Greek language ? May I not affirm, on the 
authority of St. Jerom, that the Apocalypfe 
was generally rejected by the Greek Churches ? 

9 Davis, p. 270. 

G cc Quod 
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<f Qu&d & ewh (die Epiftlc to the Hebrews) 
"'Litinonmi confuetudo non recipit inter 
<f \Scripturas Canonicasj nec Grsecorum Ec- 
u clefwe Apoqalypfim Johannis cadem libertata 
i€ fufcipiunt, Et tamen nos utramque fuicipi- 
cc mus^ nequaqam hujus tcmporis conflietu- 

dinem, fed veterum au&oritatsem fequerites.** 
Epiftol. ad Dardaniim, torn. iii. p. 68. 

It is not my delign to enter any farther iritc* 
the controverted hiftorjf of that famous book ; 
but I am called upqn 1 tp defend my RLemark 
that the Apocalypfe was tacitly excluded from the 
facred canon by the council of J^aodicea (Ca- 
npa LX.). To defend my Remark, J need 
only ftate the faft ip a fimple, but more parti- 
cular mariner. The aflemfcrfed Bifhops of Afia^ 
after enumerating all the books of the Old ^nd 
New Teftament which fliould be read in 
fhyrches, pmjt the Apocalypfe, and the Apo- 
calypfe alone \ ^t a time when it was rejected 
pr qqeftioneel £y many pious and learned Chrif- 
fians, who might deduce a very plaufiblf ar-? 
gument from the lilepce pf the Sypod. 

2. When the Council of Trent refolved to 
prpnovnee (entence on the Capon of Scripture^ 
the opinion which prevailed, ^fterfome debate, 
was to declarp thp I^atin Yulgate authentic and 

» By Mr. ttvAs, p. 4?. and by Dr. ChelAno, Remark^ 
P-S7- . n 



Digitized by 



t 43 ] 

almji infallible i and this feiitence, which wfc* 
guarded by formidable Anathemas, fecured ali 
the books of the Old and Nfew Teftament 
whidtcoinpofed that ancient verfion, " che 11 
cc dichiaraffero tutti in tutte le parte come fi 
" trorano nella Biblia Latina, eflfer d\ Divina 
cc e ugual autorita." (Iftoria del Concilio 
Tridentino, L iL p. 147. Helmftadt (Ficpf* 
xa) 1761.) When the merit of that Verfiort 
was difcuffed, the majority of the Theologian* 
urged, with confidence and foccefs* that it was 
abfolutely neceffary to receive the Vulgate a$ 
authentic, and infpired, unlefs they wiftied to 
abandon the viftory to the Lutherans> and the 
honours x)f the Church to the Grammarians. 
<c In contrario della maggior parte de Tee* 
<c Jogi era detto * * . . che-quefti nuovi Gram- 
cc matici confonderanno ogni cofa» e fara far* 
<c gH giudici e arbitri della fedej .e inJuogo 
tc de Tsologi c Canonifti, conyexti tener il 
<c primo cooto nell* affumere a Vefcovati e 
cc Cardinalati de pedantu" (Iftoria del Con- 
cilio Tridentino, 1. ii* p. 149,) The jagacious 
Hiftorian, who had ftudied the Council, and 
the judicious LeCourayer, who had ftudied his 
Author (FJiftoire du Concile de Trente, torn. I. 
p. 245. Londres 1736), confider this ridiculous 
ireafon as the moft powerful argument which 
influenced the debates of the Council: Bu£ 

G 2 Mr. 
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Mr. Davis, jealous of the honour of a Synod, 
which placed tradition on a level with the Bi- 
ble, affirms that Fra-Pablo has given another 
more fubftantial reafon on which thefe Popilh 
Bifhops built their determination, That after 
dividing the books under their confideration 
into three clafles; of thofe which had been al- 
ways held for divine i of thofe whofe authenti- 
city had formerly been doubted, but which by* 
ufe and cuftom had acquired canonical autho- 
rity i ana of thofe which had never been pro- 
perly certified; the Apocalypfe was judicioufly 
placed by the Fathers of the Council in the 
fecond of thefe clafles. 

The Italian paflage, which, for that purpofe, 
Mr. Davis has alleged at the bottom of his page, 
is indeed taken from the text of Fra-Paolo ; but 
the reader, who will give himfelf the trouble, or 
rather the'pfeafure, of perufing that incompa- 
rable hiftorian, will difepver that Mr. Davis 
hai only miftaken a motion of the oppofition, 
for a meafure of the adminiftration. He will 
find, that this critical divifion, which is fo error 
nebufly afcribed to the public reafon of the 
Council, was no more than the ineffectual pro- 
pofal of a temperate minority, which was foon 
over-ruled By a majority of artful Statefmen, 
bigotted Monks, and dependent Bifhops. 

- - " We 
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cc We have here an evident proof that Mi*." 
•* Gibbon is equally expert^in mifreprefenting 
u a modern as an ancient writer, or that lie 
" wilfully conceals the mbft material reafcn* 
" with a defign, no doubt, to inftil into his 
tc Reader a notion, that the authenticity of the 
<c Apocalypfe is built on , the flighted foun- 
« dation 2 ." 

VII. 

I had cautioufly obfcrved (for I was apprifed 
of the obfcurity of the fut^edt) that the Epiftlc 
of Clemens does not lead us to difcover any 
traces of Epifcopacy either at Corinth or Rome 3 . 
In this oblervation I particularly alluded to the 
republican form of falutation, cc The Church 
" of God inhabiting Rome, to theChurqh of 
cc God inhabiting Corinth;" without the leaft 
mention of a Bifhop or Prefident in either of 
, thofe ecclefiaftical aflemblies. 

Yet the piercing eye of Mr. Davis 4 can dff- 
cover not only traces, but evident proofs, of 
Epifcopacy, in this Epiftle of Clemens; and 
he actually quotes two pafiages, in which he 
diftinguilhes by capital letters the word Bi- 
shops, whofe inftitution Clemens refers to the 
Apoftles themfelves. But can Mr. Davis hope 
to gain credit by fuch egregious trifling? 

* Davis, p. 44. 3 Gibbon, p. 592. N. 116. v 

* Davis, p. 44, 45. 

While 



Digitized by 



[ 4* ] 

While we are fearching for the origin of Bi- 
fhops, not merely as an ecclefiaftical tide, bift 
as the peculiar name of an order diftinft from 
that of Prefbyters, he idly produces a paftage, 
which, by declaring that the Apoftles efta- 
blifhed in every place Bijhops and Deacons, evi- 
dently confounds the Pnjhyters with one or 
other of thofe two ranks. I have neither in- 
clination nor intereft to engage in a contro- 
verfy which I had confidered only in an hiftorical 
light; but I have already faid enough to (hew, 
that there are more traces of a difingenuous 
mind in Mr. Davis, than of an Epifcopal Or- 
der in the tpiftle of Clemens. 

VIII. 

Perhaps, on fome future occalion, I may 
examine the hiftorical character of Eufebius; 
perhaps I may enquire, how far it appears 
from his words aijd a&ions, that the learned 
Bifhop of Caeferea was averfe to the ufe of 
fraud, when it was employed in the fervice of 
Religion. At prefent, I am only concerned to 
defend my own truth and honour, from the re- 
proach of mifreprefenting the fenfe of the Ec- 
clefiaftical Hiftorian. Some of the charges of 
Mr. Davis on this head are fo ftrong, fo pointed, 
fo vehemently urged, that he feems to have 
flaked, on the event of the trial, the merits of 

our 
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oijr refpettiye characters. Jf his afiertions are 
true, I deferye the contempt of learned, 
the abhorrence of good, men. If they arp 
falf e> ******* . ' \ 

.i.I had remarked, without: any malicious in** 
tention, that one of the feventeen Chriftian* 
who fuffered at Alexandria was likewife sttvfed 
of robbery % Mr. Davis 6 feems enraged bs- 
caufe I did not add that he was fatfely accufed^ 
takes fome unneceffary pains to convince me 
that the Greek word *<ryxo? *>Tt»Jn fignifies/n^i 
accufajus, and ck can hardly think that any one 
" who had looked into the original, woukt 
< € dare thus ablblutely to contradidfc the jJlain 
<* teftimony of the author he fretends to fol- 
? c low/' A fimple narrative pf thUfaft, in the 
relation of which Mr. Davis has really fup- 
prefled feveral mattrial circumftances, wifl af- 
ford the cl^areft juftification. 
Eufebius has preferv^d an original Letter 
- frpm piopyfius Bilhop of Alexandria tpFahiu* 
Bifhop of Antioch, in which the fonder, re- 
lates the circumftances of the perfecutiqn which 
had lately gifted the capita)- of Egypt. Jie 

f Gibbo^ p. 654;^ ft* *Da*i*i p. 61, 62,^. 
Thk riiticiiicrosjc^inge k repeated bf another Sjaf&am (im 
the Gredjc fee& of the word), and forms one of the <vq* 
luable communications, which the learning of a Randolph 
fuggefted to the <;andour of a Chflfiim. See Remarks, 
p. 209. 

allows 
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allows a rank among the martyrs to one Ne- 
mefion, an Egyptian, who was falfely or ma- 
Kcioufly accufed as a companion of robbers. 
Before the Centurion he juftified himfelf from 
this calumny, which did not relate to him ; 
bnt being charged as a Chriftian, he was 
brought in chains before the Governor. That 
unjuft magiftrate, after infixing on Nemefion 
a double meafure of Jlripes and toriures> gave or- 
ders that he fhould be burnt with the robbers. 
(Didnyf. spud EuTeb. 1. vi. c. 41.) 
[ J ;tt^is evident that Dionyfius reprefents the 
religious^ fufferer as innocent of the criminal 
accufation which liad been falfely brought 
againft him. It is no lefs evident, that what- 
ever might be - the opinion bf t\it Centurion* 
the fupreme itiagiftrate confidered Nemefion 
a$ guilty, anil that he affe<fted to fllew, by the 
meafure of his tortures, and by the compa- 
nions of his execution, that he puniftied him a 
hot only as a Chriftian, but as a robber. 
The evidence againft Nemefion, and that 
which* might be produced in his favour, are 
fc^tially loft * and the queftion (which fortu- 
nately is of little moment) of his- gyilt or in- 
nocence refts folely on the oppofite judgments' 
bf his ecclefiaftical and civil fupericrs. I Could 
eafily perceive that both the Bifhop and the 
Governor were 3<5hiate4 by different paeons 
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and prejudices towards the unhappy fufferer* . 
but it was impoflible for me to decide which of 
the two was the moft likely to indulge his pre- 
judices and paflions at the expence of trtitli. 
In this doubtful fituatioh, I conceived that 
I had adted with the moft unexceptionable 
caution, when I contented myfelf with ob- 
serving that Nemefion was accufed\ a circum- 
ftance of a public and authentic nature, in 
which both parties were agreed. 

Mr. Davis will no longer afk, cc what pof- 
€C fible evafion then can Mr. Gibbon have re- 
€C courfe to, to convince the world that I have 
" foifdy accufed him bf a grofs mifreprefenta- 
Cf tion of Eufebius ?" 

a. Mr. Davis 7 charges me with falfifying 
(falfifying is a very ferious word) the teftimony 
of Eufebius ; becaufe it fuited my purpofe to 
magnify the humanity and even kindnefs of 
Makentius towards the afflifted Chriftians*. 
To lupport this charge, he produces fome part 
of a chapter of Eufebius, the Englifli in his 
text, the Greek in his notes, and makes the 
Ecclefiaftical Hiftorian exprefs himfelf in the 
following terms: " Although Maxentius at 
'< firft favoured the Chriftians with a view of 
* f popularity, yet afterwards, being addicted 

7 Davis, p, 64, 65. 8 Gibbon, p. 653, N« *68, 

H « to 
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fC to magic, and every other impiety, he ex- 
(< erted hijnfelf in perfecuting the Chriftians, in 
cc a more fevere and deftrudlive manner than 
(C his predecefibrs had done before him/' 
If it were in my power to place thq volume 
\ and chapter of Eufebius< (Hift. Ecclef. 1. viii. 
c. 14.) before the eyes of every reader, I Ihould 
be fatisfied and filent. I fhould not be under 
the neceffity of protefting, that in the paffage 
quoted, or rather abridged,, by my adverfary, 
the fecond member of the period, which alone 
contradicts my account of Maxentius, has not 
the moft diftant reference to that odious tyrant 
After diftinguifhing the mild conduft which 
be affe&ed towards the Cliriftians, Eufebius 
proceeds to animadvert with becoming feverity 
on the general vices of his reign ; the rapes, 
the murders, the oppreffion, the promifcuous 
maflacres, which I had faithfully related in 
their proper place, and in which the Chriftians, 
not in their religious, but in their civil capa- 
city, muft occafionally have lhared with the 
reft of his unhappy fubje&s. The Ecclefiaffical 
Hiftorian then makes a tranfition to another 
tyrant* the cruel Maximin, who carried aWay 
from his friend and ally Maxentius the prize of 
fuperior wickednefs; fpr he was addidted to 
magic arts, and was a cruel perfecutor of the 
Chriftians. The evidence of words and fadb,. 

the 
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the plain meaning of Eufebius, the concurring 
teftimony of Caecilius or Laftantius, and the 
liiperfluous authority of VerfionS and Cqmmen- 
tators, eftablifh Ireyond the reach of doubt or 
cavil, that Maximin, and not Maxentius, is 
ftigmatized as a perfecutor, aijd that Mr. Davis 
alone has deferved the reproach of falfifying the 
teftimony of Eufebius. 

Let him examine the chapter on which ha 
founds his accufation. If in that moment his 
feelings are not of the molt painful and humi- 
liating kind, he muft indeed be ar> objedt of 

3. A grofs blunder is imputed to roe by this 
polite antagonift 9 , for quoting, under the name 
of Jerora, the Chronicle which J . ought to have 
defcribed as the work and property of Eufe- 
bius'j and ^ Mr. Davis kindly points out the 
occafioh of my blunder, That it was the confe- 
rence of my looking no farther than Dodwell 
for this remark, and of not rightly under- 
Handing his reference. Perhaps the Hiftorian 
of the Koman Empire may be credited; when 
he affirms that he frequently confuked a Latin 
Chronicle of the affairs of that Empire ; and 
he may the fooner be credited, if he fhews that 
he knows fomething more of this Chronicle 
befides the name and the title-page^ 

9 Davis, p. 66. ' Gibbon, p. 673, N. 12$. 
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Mr. Davis, who talks fo familiarly of the 
Chronicle of Eufebius, will be furprifecl to 
hear that the Greek original no longer exifts* 
Some chronological fragments, which had fuc T 
ceflively pafled through the hands of Africanus 
and Eufebius, are ftill extant, though in, a very 
Corrupt and mutilated ftate, in the compila- 
tioris of Syncellus and Cedrenus. They have 
been collefted, and difpofed by the labour and 
ingenuity of Jofeph Scaligerj but that proud 
Critic, always ready to applaud his own fuc- 
cefs, did not flatter himfelf, that he had re- 
stored the hundredth part of the genuine Chro- 
nicle of Eufebius. ff Ex eo (Syncello) omnia 
<c Eufebiana excerpfimus quae quidem depre- 
Cf henderepotuimus; quae, quanquam ne cen- 
cf tefima quidem pars eorum effe videtur quse 
cf ab Eufebio relidta funt, aliquod tamen juftum 
" volumen explere pofTunt." (J[q£ §caliger 
Animadverfiones in Grseca Eufebii in Thefauro 
Temporum, p. 401. Amftelod. 1658.) While 
the Chronicle of Eufebius was perfeft and 
entire, the fecpnd book was tranflated into 
Latin by Jerom, with the freedom, or rather 
licence, which that voluminous Author, as well 
as his friend or enemy Rufinus, always afiumed. 
f c Phirimainyertendo mutat, infulcit, prseterit," 
feys Scaliger himfelf, in the Prolegomena, p. 22. 
In the perfecution of Aurelian, which has fo 

much 
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much offended Mr. Davis, we are able to dif- 
tinguifh the work % of Eufebius from that of 
Jerom, by comparing the expreflions of the 
Ecclefiaftical Hiftory with thofe of the Chro- 
nicle* The former affirms, that, towards 
the end of his reign, Aurelian was moved 
by fome councils to excite a perfecucion 
againft the Chriftians; that his defign occa- 
sioned ' a gteat and general rumour; but 
That when tht letters were prepared, and as 
it were figned, Divine Juftice difmifled him 
'from the world. Hiy run QaXocig a$ xv iicoyfJLOv >io&* 
VfjMV tysiptisp WvixwiiTO* irohvg rt w o Trccpa, noun mpi 

xotb 9 ypodv ypMftfxouriv VTrotrYifjLtMfAtvovi 6fia lAiruciv 
Axti. Eufeb. Hift. Ecclef. 1. vii. c. 30. Where- 
as the Chronicle relates, that Aurelian was 
killed after he had excited or moved a perfe- 
cution againft the Chriftians, " cum adverfum 
" nos perfecutionem rttoviffet.*! 

From this manifeft difference I afTume a right 
to affert j firft, that the expreffion of the Chronicle 
of Jerom y which is always proper, became in this 
ihftance neceffary; and fecondly, that the lan- 
guage of the Fathers is fo ambiguous and in- 
correft, that we are at a lofs to determine 
how far Aurelian had carried his intention be- 
fore he was affaflinated. I have neither per- 

1 verted 
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verted the/^; nor have I been guilty of a gfofs 
blunder. 

IX. 

jttstih " The perfons accufed of Christianity had 
maktvi. fC ^ convenient time allowed , them to fettle 
c< their domeftic concerns, and to prepare their 
" aafwer \" This observation fyad f been fug- 
.gefted, partly by a general expreflion of Cyprian 
(de Lapfis, p^ 88 f . Edit. Fell. Amftelpd. 1700^ 
,and more efpeqially by the ieccojid, Apology of 
cjuftin Martyr, who gives a particular andcu*- 
Hous example of this legal delay. 

The exprefiions of Cyprian, fC .dies negajv- 
" tibus prseilitutus, &c." which Mr. Davis raoft 
prudently fupprefTps, are illuflxated by Mofheim 
in the following words : " Erimuta t|ui delati 
" erant aut fufpefti, illis certuuci dierum fpa- 
« tium judex >definiebat, ^uo decfurrervtp^^e- 
" cum delibejrare potpr^nt, vfxm* prqfjtsri 
c ? Chriftum as negare mallent; ApcpUrand* fidei 
" pr<efiniebantur dies* per hoc tempus lib^ri 
cc manebant in domibus faiy, nee impediebat 
<c aliqui$ quod ex con^equentibus .^pparet, jie 
cc fuga libi confulerent. Satis Jiqc erat hum#- 
Cf num." (De Rebjus Chriftianis ante Conftai^ 
tinum, p. 480.) The practice of Egypt „y^s 
fometimes more expeditious and fevere ; but 

* Gibbon, p. 663. 

this 
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this humane indulgence was ftill allowed in 
Africa during the perfecution of Decius. 

But my appeal* to Juftin Martyr is encoun- 
tered by Mr. Davis with the following declara T 
tion 2 : cc The reader will obferve, that Mr,* 
" Gibboivdoes not make any reference to. any 
< c fedlion or divifionof this part of Juftin's work; 
< c with what view we may fhrewdly fufpe<9^ 
cc wheal tell him, that after an accurate perulal 
" of the whole fecond Apology, I can boldly 
<c affirm, that the following inftance is the only 
" one that bears themoft diftant fimilitude $o 
« what fyl*"- Gibbon relates as above on the 
" authdfity of Juft'm, .What I find, in Juftin 
< c is as follows: " A woman being converted 
" to Chriftianity, i^ afraikl to aflbciate with her 
<c hufoand, becaufe he is an abandoned repro- 
<c bate, left ihe fliould partake of his fins. Her 
<c huftand, not being able to accufe ber 9 vents 
44 hk rage in this- manner on one Ptolemaeus, 
< f a teacher of - Chriftianity, and who had con- 
^ verted! her>v&V." Mr, Davis then proceeds 
to telate'the Severities inflicted on Ptotemaeus* 
wh<& made a frank and inftant profefliontof his 
jfstithT and he fternly exclaims, that* if I take 
every opportunity of palling encomium&on the 
humanity of Roman magiftrates, it is incunv* 

* Davis, p. 71, 72. 

• ] bent 
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bent on me to produce, better evidence: thai! 
this. 

His demand may be eafily fatisfied, and I need 
only for that purpofe tranfcribe and tranflatd 
the words of Juftin, which immediately pre* 
Cede the Greek quotation alleged at the bottoni 
of my adveffary's page. I am poflefled of two 
editions of Juftin Martyr, that of Cambridge, 
1768, in 8vo, by Dr. Afhton, who only pub- 
liflied the two Apologies s and that of all hi£ 
works, publiftied in fol. Paris, 1742, by the 
Benedidtines of the Congregation of St. Maar i 
the following curious paflage may be found, 
p. 164, of the former, and p. 89 of the lattef* 

Edition, xocrnyopiocv irsTroirrrxij Kiym avrfiv pfcpic- 
twvw waxy xki 1! fAtv (i&\ihov voi ru avroxparopi 
avacWwxc, irportpov c-vv^copntnuoct avrti JWtxuowS'a* rdc 
towtw otfcuura. sireiTOc, onroXoyna'ourS'cci irspi t» xarijyop- 
/xaToc, [Mtrxmv rm irpa.y^tm avmg J*oix»o-if. xoi 

cwtyupwot,*; t»to. <c He brought an accusation 
" againft her, faying, that flie was a Chriftiart. 
lc But ftie prefented a petition to the Emperor; 
fC praying that flie might firft.be allowed to 
" fettle her domeftic concerns; and piromifing, 
u that, after lhe had fettled them, fhfe would 
u then put in her anfwer to the accufation. 
(< This you granted." 

I difdain to add a fingle refle&ion ; nor (hall 
I qualify the conduft of my adverfary with any 

of 
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of thofe harfh epithets, which might be inter- 
preted as the expreflions* of refentment, though 
I fliould be conftraihed to ufe them as the only 
words in the Englilh language, which could 
accurately reprefent my cool and unprejudiced 
fentimcnts. 

X* 

In ftating the toleration of Chriftiahity dti* lactak- 
ring the greateft part of the reign of Diocle- 
tian, I had obferved3, that the principal officers 
of the palace, whofe names and fun&ions were 
particularly fpecified, enjoyed, with their 1 wives 
and children, the free exercife of the Chriftian 
religion. Mr. Davis twice affirms 4 , in the 
moft deliberate manner, that this pretended 
fa6t, which is aflerted on the fole authority, 
is contradi&ed by the pofitive evidence, of Lac* 
tantius. In both thefe affirmations Mr. Davis 
is inexcufably miftaken. 

i. When the ftorms of perfection arofe, the 
Priefts, who were offended by the fign of the 
Crofs, obtained an order from the Emperor, that 
theprofane, the Chriftians, who accompanied him 
to the Temple, fhould be compelled to offer 
facrificej and this incident is mentioned by 
the -Rhetorician, to whom I ihall not atprefent 
refufe the name of Laftantius* The aft of 

2 Gibbon, p. 676. N. 133, 134. 4 Davis, p. 75, 76. 
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idolatry, which, at the expiration of eighteen 
years, was required of the officers of Diocletian > 
is a manifeft proof that their religious freedom 
had hitherto been inviolate, except in the fingle 
inftance of waiting on their raafter to the 
Temple ; a fervice lefs criminal than the pro- 
fane compliance for which the Minifter of the 
King of Syria folicited the permiflion of the 
Prophet of Ifrael. 

2. The reference which I made to . La&anr 
tius exprefsly pointed out this exception to their 
freedom. But the proof of the toleration was 
built on a different teftimony, which my difin- 
genuous adverfary has concealed ; an ancient 
and curious inftru&ion, compofcd by Bifliop 
Theonas, for the ufe of Lucian, and the other 
Chriftian eunuchs of the palace of Piocletian. 
This authentic pi^ce wa^s publiflied in the Spi- 
cilegium of Pom Luc d'AcJi^rii as I h<id not 
the opportunity of confuting the original, I 
was contented with quoting it on the faith of 
Tillemont, and the reference to it immediately 
precedes (ch. xvi. note 133.) the citation of 
La&antius (note 134). 

Mr, Pavis may now. anfwer hi<s own queftion^ 
" What, apology can be made for thus aflert- 
cf ing> on the fple am&ority of Laftantius, 
« fa£t& which La^antius fo exprefsly denies ?" • 

XI. "I 
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** I have already given a curious inftance DiokCas- 
<c of our Author's afferting, on the authority of * ius ' 
" Dion Caflius, a fadt not mentioned by that 
€€ Hiftorian. I fhall now produce a very fin- 
rf gular proof of his endeavouring to conceal 
fx from us a pafifage really contained in him 
Nothing but the angry vehemence with which 
thefe charges are urged, could engage me td 
take the leaft'notice of them. Irt themfelve$ 
they are doubly contemptible; they are trifling, 
and they are falfe. 

i. Mr. DaVii* ; hatf imputed to me as a 
crime, that I had rttentioned, onthe fole tefti- 
mony of Dion (L Ixviii. p. U45.)> thefpiritof 
rebellion which inflamed the Jews, from the 
reign of Nero to that of AntGnirtUs Pius 6 , 
whilft the pafTage of that Hiftorian is confined 
to an infurredtion in Cyprus and Cyrene, 
Which broke out within that period.- The 
Reader who will eaft his eye on the Note 
(ch. xvi. note i,), which is fupported bjr 
that quotation from Dion, will difcover that it 
related only to this particular fad. The ge* 
neral pofition, which is indeed too notorious 
to require any proof, I had carefully juftified 
in the courfe of the fame paragraph ; partly by 
another reference to Dion Caflius, partly by an 

4 Davis, p. 8*. „ s Id. p. 11. 6 Gibbon, p. 622. 
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ajlufion to the well-known Hiftory of Jofe- 
phus, and partly by feveral quotations from the 
learned and judicious Bafnage, who has ex- 
plained, in the moil fatisfa&ory manner, the 
principles and conduft of the rebellious Jews. 

2. The paffage of Dion, which I am accufed 
of endeavouring to conceal, might perhaps 
have remained invifible, even to the piercing 
eye of Mr. Davis, if / had not carefully re- 
ported it in its proper place 7 : and it was in 
xny power to report it, without being guilty of 
any inconftderate contradiftion. I had obferved, 
that ? in the large hiftory of Dion Caflius, Xi- 
philin had not been able to difqover the name 
of Cbrijiians ; yet I afterwards quote a paffage 
in which Marcia, the favourite Concubine of 
Commodus, is celehrated as the Patronefs of 
the Chriftians. Mr. Davis has tranferibed my 
quotation, but be has concealed the important 
words which J now diftinguifh by Italics (ch, 
jtvi. note 106. Dion Caflius, or rather his ab- 
hreviator Xiphilitty 1. lxxii. p. 1206.) The re- 
ference is fairly made and cautioufly qualified : 
J am already fecure from the imputations of 
fraud or inconfiftency j and the opinion which 
attributes the laft-mentioned paffage to the Ab-> 
fcreviator, rather than to the original Hiftppan, 
' jn^j be fupported by the molt unexception* 
* Gibbon, p. 667. N. 107, 

able 
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able authorities. I fliall protect myfelf by thofe 
of Reimar (in his Edition of Dion Caffius, 
<om. ii. p. 1207. note 34.), and of Dr. Lard- 
ner; and lhall only tranfcribe the words of the 
latter, in his Colledtion of Jewifh and Heathen 
Teftimonies, vol. iii. p. 57. 

u This paragraph I rather think to be Xi- 
" philin's than Dion's. The ftyle at leaft is 
" Xiphilin's. In the other paflages before 
< c quoted, Dion fpeaks of Impiety, or Atbeifmi 
" or Judaifm; but never ufeth the word Cbrip 
<c tiansi Another thing that may make us 
" doubt whether this obfervation be entirety 
" Dion's, is the phrafe, cc it is related («rro^ 
€€ }tirui)" For at the beginning of the reign 
f c of Commodus, he fays, c< Thefe things, 
c ^ and what follows, I write not from the report 
cc of others, but from my own knowledge and 
* c obfervation.' ' However, the fenfe may be 
cc Dion's, but I wiih we had alfdhis ftyle with- 
« out any adulteration." For my own part, 
I muft, in my private opinion, afcribe even 
the fenfe of this paffage to Xiphilin. The 
Monk might eagerly colled and infert an anec- 
dote which related to the domeftic hiftory of the 
church; but the religion of a courtezan muft 
have appeared an object of very little moment 
in the eyes of a Roman Conful, who, at leaft 
in eygry other part of his hiftory, difdained or 

neglefted 
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negletted to mention the name 6f the Chrif* 
tians. 

" What (hall we fay now ? Do we not dif- 
c f cover the name of Chriftians in the Hiftory 
"of Dion? With what affurance then can 
" Mr. Gibbon, after afferting a faft manifeftly 
" Untrue* lay claim ta the merits of 'diligence 
c f and accuracy, the indifpen&ble duty of art 
? Hiftorian? Or can he expe<3. us to credit 
< c his affcrtipn, that he has carefully, examined 
cr all the original materials 8 ?" t 

Mr. Gibbon rtiay (till maintain the character 
of an Hiftorian; but it is difficult to conceive 
how Mr. Davis will fupport his pfetenfibrisj if 
he afpires to that of, a Gentleman* 
. I almoft hefitate whether I fliould take any 
notice of another ridiculous charge which Mr. 
Davis includes in the article of Dion Caflhis. 
My adverfary owns, that I have occafionally 
produced the feveral paffages of the Auguftafi 
Hiftory which relate to the Chriftians; but he 
fiercely contends that they amount to mere 
than fix lines 9 . I really have not meafuflfd 
them: nor did I mean that loofe expreflion 
a precife and definite number. If, on a nicer 
furvey, thofe fhort hints, when they are 
brought together, fhould be found to exceed &% 

8 Davis, p. 83. » Gibbon, p. 634. N. 24. 
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of the long Knes of my folio edition, I am eCon- 
tent that my critical Antagonist fhould fubfti- 
tute eight, or ten, or twelve, lines : nor (hall I 
think either my learning or my veracity much 
ioterefted in this important alteration. 

XII. 

Aifter a Ihort defcription of the unworthy 
conduit of thofe Apoftates who, in a time of 
perfecution, deferted the Faith of Chrift, I 
produced the evidence of a Pagan Proconful 
and of two chriitian Bifliops, Pliny, Dionyfius 
of Alexandria, and Cyprian. And here the 
unforgiving Critic remarks, " That Pliny has 
" not particularized that difference of conduct 
cc (in the different Apoftates) which Mr. Gib- 
" bon here defcribes: yet his name ftands at 
€ * the head of thofe Authors whom he has 
€C cited on the occafion. It is allowed indeed 
cc that this diftinftion is made by the other 
<c Authors; but as Pliny, the firft referred to 
<c by Mr. Gibbon, • gives him no caufe or rea- 
" fon to ufe them" (I cannot help Mr. Davis's 
bad Englilh) cc it is certainly very repre- 
<c henfible in our Author, thus to confound v 
" their teftimony, and to make a needlefs and 
cc improper reference 2 ." 

■ Gibbon, p. 664. N. 102. m * Davis p. 87, 88. 

2 A cri- 
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A criticifm of this fort can only tend to ex- 
pofe Mr. Davis's total ignorance of hiftorical 
compofition. The Writer who afpires to the* 
f name of Hiftorian, is obliged to confult a va- 
riety of original teftimonies, each of which, 
\ taken feparately, is perhaps imperfeft and par- 
tial. By a judicious re-union and arrangement 
of thefe difperfed materials, he endeavours to 
form a confiftent and interefting narrative. 
Nothing ought to be inferted which is not 
proved by fome of the witnefles; but their 
evidence muft be fo intimately blended to- 
gether, that as it is unreafonable to expeft that 
each of them ftiould vouch for the whole, fo it 
would be impoflible to define the boundaries 
. of their refpe&ive property. Neither Pliny, 
nor Dionyfius, nor Cyprian, mention all the 
circumftances and dijlinffions of the conduft of 
the Chriftian Apoftates; but if any of them 
was withdrawn, the account which I have 
given would, in fome inftance, be defeftive. 

Thus much I thought neceflary to fay, as 
feveral of the fubfequent mifreprefentations of 
Orofius, of Bayle, of Fabricius, of Gregory of 
Tours, &c. 3, which provoked the fury of Mr. 
Davis, are derived only from the ignoranqe of 
this common hiftorical principle. 

3 Davis, p. 88. 90. 137. 
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Another clafs of Mifreprefentations* which 
my Adverfary urges with the fame degree of 
vehemence (See in particular thofe of Juftiu, 
Diodorus Siculus, and even Tacitus), requires 
the fupport of another principle, which has not 
yet been introduced into the art of criticifnu 
/iWwhen a modern hiftorian appeals to the 
authority of the ancients for the truth of any 
particular faft; he makes himfelf anfwerable, I 
know not to what extent, for all the circum- 
jacent errors or inconfiftencies of the authors 
whom he ha$ quoted, 

XHL 

I am accufed of throwing out a falfe accu- i 0NA Tit;i, 
fation againft this Father 3, becaufe I had ob- 
served 4 that Ignatius, defending againft the 
Gnoftics the refurre&ion of Chrift, employs a 
vague and doubtful tradition, inftead of quot- 
ing the certain teftimony of the Evangelifts: 
and this obfervation was juftified by a remark- 
able paffage of Ignatius, in his Epiftle to the 
Smyrnaeans, which I cited according to the 
volume and the page of the beft edition of 
the Apoftolical Fathers, publifhed at Amfter- 
dam, 1724, in two volumes in folio. The 
Criticifm of Mr. Davis is announced by one of 
thofe folemn declarations which leave not any 

3 Davis, p. ioo, 101. 4 Gibbon, p. 551. Note 35. 
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refuge if they are ♦canvi&ed of Jalfc&aod, 

*< I cannot find any paflage that hears the leaft 
■ « c affinity to what Mr. Gibbon obferves, in the 

" whole Epiftle, which J have read crocr wart . 

« f than once." 

I had already marked the Jituatbm nor it it 
in my power to prove the extftmce> of this 
paffage, by any other means than by producing 
the words of the original. Eyta yxp x*» ^m<* 

Xai en trpog rug irtgi Tltr^ov uA0£*, spn avrot?* A«- 
fitre, $/v\a<pri<r(KTS p£ 9 xcv iim or* ctjut S**f*o*m 
ctrufAocrov. xat tvf)v$ aura iiJ/ai/TO, xxi tuner sv<rccv. 

cc I hav? known, and I believe, that after his 
< f refurredipn lik;ewife he exifted in the fleih: 
fc And when he came to Peter, and to the reft, 
" he faid unto them, Take, handle me, and 
" fee that I am not an incorporeal daemon or 
" fpirit. And they touched him, and believ- 
y ed." The faith of the Apoftles confuted the 
impious error of the Gnoftics, which attributed 
paly th$ appearances of a human body to. the 
Spt± of Qpd: ^nd it was the. great objeft of 
Ignatius, in the laft moments of his life, to 
&cure %ht Chriftians of Afia from the faares of 
$ofe cfeagerous Heretics, According to the 
*radki#n of th£ modern Greeks, Ignatius wa$ 
the child whom Jefus received into his arms 
(See Tillemont Mem. Ecclef. com.; ft parrii. 
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!>• +3») > Y et * s cou ^ Scarcely be old fc&ough 
to remember the refurre&ion of the Son df 
-God, ht muft have derived his knowledge 
either from our prefent Evangelifts, or from 
(bme Apocryphal Gofpel, or from fome un- 
written tradition. 

1. The Gofpels of St. Luke and St, John 
would undoubtedly have fupplied Ignatius with 
the moft invincible proofs of the reality of the 
body of Chrift, when he appeared tp the 
Apoftles after his refurredtioni but neither of 
thore Gofpels contain the charafteriftic words 
of *x iouffvio MtafAatov) and the important cir- 
.cumftance that either Peter, or ibofe who were 
with Peter, touched the body of Chrift and 
believed. Had the faint defigned to quote 
the Evangelift on a very nice fubjett of contro- 
verfy, he would not furely have expofed him- 
felf, by an inaccurate, or rather by afalfe, re- 
ference, to the juft reproaches of the Gnoftics. 
On this occafion, therefore, Ignatius did not 
employ, as he might have done, .againft the 
Heretics, the certain tcftimony of the Evan- 
^gelifts. . 

2. Jcrom, who cites this remarkable paflage 
from the Epiftle of Ignatius to the Smyrnaeans 
(See Catalog* Script. Ecclef. in Ignatio, torn. i. 
p. 273. edit. Erafm. Bafil, 1537), is of opinion 
t that it was taken from the Go/pel which he hirn- 

K 2 felf 
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fclf had lately tranflatcd: and tbis f from the 
comparifon of two other paffages in the fame 
Work (in Jacob, et in Matthaeo, p. 264), ap- 
pears to have been the Hebrew Gofpel, which 
was ufed by the Nazarenes of Berasa, as the 
genuine compofition of St. Matthew. Yet 
Jerom mentions another Copy of this Hebrew 
Gofpel (fo different from the Greek Text), 
which was extant in the library formed at Ca> 
farea, by the care of Pamphilus: whilft the 
learned Eufebius, the friend of Pamphilus and 
the Bilhop of Csefarea, very frankly declares 
(Hift. Ecclef. 1. iii. c. 36.), that be is ignorant 
from whence Ignatius borrowed thofe words, 
which are the fbbjeft of the prefent Inquiry, 

3. The doubt which remains, is only whe- 
ther he took them from an Apocryphal Book, 
-or from unwritten tradition : and I thought my- 
felf fafe from every fpecies of Critics, when . I 
embraced the rational fentiment of Cafaubon 
and Pearfon. I lhall produce the words of the 
Biftiop. " Prseterea iterum obfervandum eft, 
* <c quod de hac ie fcripfit lfaacus Cafaubonus, 
cc Quinetiam fortaffe verius, non ex Evangelio 
" Hebraicoy Ignatium ilia verba defcripjijfe^ verum 
* <c traditionem allegajfe non fcriptam, qu£ poftea in 

lit eras fuerit relata, et Hebraico Evangelio \ quod 
€C Matthao tribuebant, inferta. Et hoc quidem 
cc rnihi multo verifimilius videtur." (Pearfon. 

Vindicia: 
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Vindiciae Ignatianae, part ii. c. ix. p. 396. in 
torn. ii. Patr. Apoftol.) 

I may now fubmit to the judgment of the 
Public, whether I have looked into the Epiftle 
which I cite with fuch a parade of learning, 
and bow profitably Mr, Davis has read it over 
more than once. 

XIV. 

The learning and judgment of Molheim moshei*. 
had been of frequent ufe in the courfe of my 
Hiftorical Inquiry, and I had not been wanting 
in proper expreflions of gratitude. My vexa- 
tious Adverfary is always ready to ftart from 
his ambufcade, and to harafs my march by a 
mode of attack, which cannot eafily be recon- 
ciled with the laws of honourable war. The 
greateft part of the Mifreprefentations of Mo- 
lheim, which Mr. Davis has imputed to me 5 , v 
are of fuch a nature, that I muft indeed be 
humble, if I could pcrfuadc myfclf to beftow a 
moment of ferious attention on them. . Whether 
* Molheim could prove that an abfolute com- 
munity of goods was not cftablifhed among the 
firft Chriftians of Jerufalemj whether he fuf- 
pefted the purity of the Epiftles of Ignatius; 
whether he cenfured Dr. Middleton with tem- 

s Davis, p. 95—97. 104—107. 114— 132. 

4 per 
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jper or « indignation (in this caufe I mtift chal- 
lenge Mr. Davis as an incompetent judge)^ 
whether he corroborates the wbdlt of my de- 
fcription of the prophetic office * whither he 
fpeaks with approbation of the humanity 
of Pliny, and wbethtr he attributed thfc 
fame fenfe to the malefica of .Suetonhis, and 
the exitiabilis of Tacitus ? Thcfe queftions, 
even as Mr. Davis has ftated them, lie open 
to the judgment of every reader, and the fuper- 
fluous obfervatiohs which I could make, Would 
be an abufe of their time and of my own. As 
little fhall I Think of confuming their patience, 
by examining whether Le ClerC and Mofheim 
lahour in the interpretation of fome texts of the 
Tathers, and particularly of a palTage of Ire- 
liseus, * which feerti to favour the pretentions of 
the Roman Bifhop. The material part of the 
'pafllge of Irenseus confifte of about four lines ; 
and in order to ftleW that the ihterpretations of 
Xe Clcrc and Mofheim are not laboured, Mr. 
Davis abridges them as much as poffible in the 
fpace of tUoefoe pages. lTcnow not whether the 
-perufal of ttfy Hiftory will juftify the fufpicion 
*of Mr. Davis, that I am fed-etly inclined to 
*the interefl: of the Pope: bxk I cannot difcover 
iibw the Proteftant caufecan fee affe&ed, if Ire- 
naeus in the fecond, or Palavicini in the feven- 
teenth century, were tempted, by any private 
- - ' views, 
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.yi$ws, to countenance in theis writings tkc 
iyftem of fcclefiaftical dominion, which ha^been 
purfued ia every age by the afpiring Bifhops of 
the Imperial city, Theif conduct was adapted 
to the revolutions of the Chriftian Republic, bu* 
the fame fpirit animated the haughty breafts of 
Vidor the Firft, and of Paul the Fifth. . 

There ftill remain one or two of thefe im- 
puted Mifreprefentations, which appear, and 
jndeed only appear, to merit a little more at>- 
fention. In fl&ting the opinion of Molheim 
with regard to the progrefs of the Gofpel, Mr. 
©avis boldly declares, c < that I have altered the 
€ * truth of MoAiQim , 9 hijfory* that - 1 might 
f€ have an opportunity of contradidttng the be* 
* € lief and wilbe& of the Fathers 6 ." In other 
jvords, I have been guilty of uttering a mali*- 
jcious falfehood. 

I had encfeavoured to mitigate the fajaguine . 
^xpreffion of the Fathers of ;he fecond centujy* 
who had too haftily diffufed the light of Chriftfc- 
anity Qve* every part of the globe, bjr ob- 
jfervigg, as vi undoubted fa&, " that the Bar r 
* € bari*p$ #f Scythia and Germany, who fubr 
* c vef ted tjie Rof*ui* Monarchy, were involve^ 
$* i# the erases gf Pagaaifinj a»ad;that even 
5* *te coo^seft of Iberia, of &tmm> or <ftf 

v * * Davis, p v «?« * 

cc Ethiopia, 
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u ^Ethiopia, was not attempted with any de- 
cc gree of fuccefs, till the fcepter was in the 
cc hands of an orthodox Emperor 7 ." I had 
referred the curious reader to the fourth cen- 
tury of Moftieim's General Hiftory of the 
Church: Now Mr. Davis has difcovered, and 
can prove, from that excellent work, " that 
t( Chriftianity, not long after its firft rife, had 
" been introduce,d into the lefs as well as 
" greater Armenia; that part of the Goths, 
<c who inhabited Thracia, Msefia, and Dacia, 
€C had received the Chriftian religion long Be- 
cc fore this century; and that Theophilus, their 
f* Bifhop, was prefent at the Council of 
« Nice 8 ." 

On this occafion, the reference was made to 
a popular work of Molheim, for the fatisfac- 
tion of the reader, that he might obtain the ge- 
neral view of the progrefs of Chriftianity in the 
fourth century, which I had gradually acquired 
by ftudying with fome care the Ecclefiaftic 
Antiquities of the Nations Jbeyond the limits of 
the Roman Empire. If I had reafonably ftip- 
pofed that the refult of our common inquiries 
tnuft be the fame, fhould I have deferved a 
crery harfh cenfure for my unfufpeftrng confi- 
dence? Or if I had declined the invidious tafk 

S -Davtsj, p. 126, 127. 

of 



* Gibbon, p. 611, -tit 2. : : 
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of feparating a few immaterial errors, from A 
juft and judicious reprefentation, might not 
my refpe£l for the name and merit of Molheirtu 
havfe claimed fome indulgence ? But I difdain 
thoffe excufes, which only a candid adverfary 
would allow. I can meet Mr. Davis on the 
hard ground of controverfy, and retort on his 
own head the charge of concealing a part of the 
truth. He hirhfelf has dared to fupprefs the 
words of my text, which immediately followed 
his quotation. " Before that time the various 
" -accidents of war and commerce might indeed 
Cf diffufe an imperfedl knowledge of the Gofpel 
* among the tribes of Caledonia, and among 
fC the borderers of the Rhine, the Danube, 
cc and the Euphrates 5" and Mr. Davis has 
likewife fupprefied one of the juftificatory Notes 
on this paflage, which exprefsly points out the 
time and circitfnftances of the firft Gothic Con- 
verfions. Thefe exceptions, which I had <:au- 
riottfly inferted, and Mr. Davis has eautiotifly 
concealed, are fuperfluous for the provinces of 
Thrace; Maefia, and theLefler Armenia, which 
were* contained within the precintts of the Ro- 
man Empire. They allow an ample fcope for 
the more early converfion of fome independent 
diftricts of Dacia and the Gresfter Armenia, 
which bordered on the Danube and Euphrates j 
and the entire ifnfeof this paflage, which Mr. 

L Davis 
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&dfay;TOnflft<fit-wkh''tihc 6rigfaal*&t af the 
fearri&t Mdfheita. * • |f y / " ■ ,{ 

'' And yet i will Fairly cdtffefs, tftat, ; after a 
nicer inquiry into the epoch of die Armenia*! 
Ghurdh,*I am -riot farofifed with theabriir&ty df 
fny otai exp^ffion. ' Thfe ^tffuramifc that ther 
firft Christian King, and the flrft-Ardhbiiho^ 
tfitidasgSi iand St. Gregory J the Itfumin&tor, 
towe ftiil klive feveral years after the death of 
Conftantiiie, inclined i»£ $p believe* that tht 
con yerfio^ .of Armenia ^as^pofterior, to the avi- 
fpiqi^SjReyplutf^ni Wjbiqh hadgiveij the fcep- 
ter: of , Rome to j:he hfcrids of an orthodox Em- 
pefor. But . I had not enough coafidctred the 
two following circumftances. i. I might have 
recoHedted the dates afligned by Mofes of Cho- 
rene, who, on this ocqafion, may be regarded 
as a competent wi tnefe. Tiridates afcended 
the throne of A^mepja in the third year of Dio- 
cletian (Hift. Armenia^, 1. ii.. c. 7§. p; at>?*) $ 
tnd St. Gregory, w&q was invefted with •, the 
^ifcopal chara&er in the feventeeirth y#*r ot 
Tiri&fcs, governed ^ ajmoft thirty years, the 
Church:o£ Armenia, and difaippeared from . the 
j^oBd^feforty-fixthyear^f the??eign of the 
XaattLi^iineer ; (Hift. , Armenian, l. : ii. c. #8. 
p.. m4»iadg$ The/.confecration . ofi jSt. Gre- 
gtayranift ^dferpdbe;0dqfid^. E.^q^ and 
k:'-^ Ji the 
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the convetfion of the Kin^ jyi^ kingdoip, 
foon atchieved by that fucgefsful miflionary.. 
a. The unjuft and inglorious war which Maxi- 
min undertook againft the Armenian^ the an- f 
cient faithful allies of the Republic, wa§ evi- t 
dently derived from a motive of fuperftitious 
zeal. The hiftoriaa Eufebius" (Hift. Ecclef. • 
1. ix. c. 8. p! 448. edit. Cantab.) coitfiders the' 
• pious Armenians as a nation of Chrifi^ans, who 
bravely defended themfelves from the hoftile 
opprefliori of an idolatrous tyrant, Inftead o( 
maintaining <f that the converfion of Armenia 
€e was not attempted with any degree of fuccefs 
* c till the fcepter was in the hands of an ortho- 
cc dox Emperor," I ought to have obferved, 
that the feeds of the faith were deeply fown 
during the feafon of the laft and greateft perfe- 
cution, that many Roman exiles might affift 
the labours of Gregory, and that the renowned 
Tiridates, the hero of the Eaft, may difpute 
with Conftantine the honour of being the firft 
Sovereign who embraced the Chriftian religion. 

In a future edition, I fhal} re&ify an expref- 
ifioft whiph, in ftri<5lnefs, can only be applied to 
the ^ipgdpm^ of Iberia and ^Ethiopia. Had 
the error beep expofed by Mr. Davis Jiimfelf, I 
Should not have been alhamed to correft itj 
but lam alhamed at being reduced to ^ritend 
L 2 with 
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with an adverfary who is unable to difcover, or 
to improve, his own advantages. 

But, inftead of profecuting any inquiry from 
whence the Public might have gained inftruc- 
tion, and himfelf credit, Mr. Davis chufes to 
perplex his readers with fome angry cavtfs 
about the progrefs of the Gofpel in the fecond 
century. What does he mean to eftablifh or to 
refute ? Have I denied, that before the end of 
that period Chriftianit-y was very widely diffufed 
both in the Eaft and in the Weft ? Has not 
Juftin Martyr affirmed, without exception or 
limitation, that it was already preached to 
tvery nation on the face of the earth ? Is that 
propofition true at prefent ? Could it be true in 
{he time of Juftin ? Does not Moflieim acknow- 
ledge the exaggeration ? cc Demus, ncc enim 
qu$e in oculos incurrunt infitiari audemus, 
efle in his verbis exaggeratioiiis nonnihil. 
<< Certum enim eft diu poft Tuftini setatem, 
ff multas orbi§ terrarum genfe cognitions 
'** Chrifticarurfle." (Mofheimde%bus Chrifti- 
anis, p. 203.) Does he not expofe (p.- 205.), 
yrith becoming fcorn and indignation, the false- 
hood and vanity of the hyperboles of Tertul- 
lian ? bonum hominem seftu imaginationis 
« elatum non fatis adtendiffe ad ea cjuse litteri§ 
«« CQnfignab^ 

The 
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The high eftecm which Mr. Davis exprefics 
for the writingsof Mofheim, would alone con- 
vince me how little he has read them, fince he 
muft have been perpetually offended and dif- 
gufted by a train of thinking, the moft repug* 
gant to his own. His jealoufy, however, for 
the honour of Mofheim, provokes him to ar- 
raign the boldnefs of Mr. Gibbon who pre- 
fomes falfefy to charge fuch an eminent man 
with unjufiifiabk offer tions 9 . I might obferve, 
that my flylei wfyichon this occafion was more 
modeft and moderate, has acquired, perhaps 
undefignedly, an illiberal call from the rough, 
hand of Mr. Davis. But as my veracity is inw y 
peached, I may be lefs folicitous about my po-> 
litenefs \ and though I have repeatedly declined 
the faireft opportunities of correcting the ; 
errors of my predeceflbrs, yet, as long as I have \ 
truth on my fide, I am not eafily daunted by 
the names of the moft eminent mem 

The aflertion of Mofheim, which did not 
feem to be juftified 1 by the authority of Lao 
tantius, was, that the wife and daughter of Dr- 
pcletian, Prifca and Valeria, had been pri- 
vately baptized* Mr. Davis is fure that the 
words of Mofheim, <c Chriftianis facris clam 
« ink}ata," nee$ not be confined to the rite 

, 9 Davis* p. \ 1 Gibbon, p. 676, Note 13*.^ 

. ' ' ~ ' * ' of 
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of baptifm ; and he is equally furfe* that thri re- 
ference to MolHeim does not lead us to dif- 
cover even the name of Valeria. In both 
thefe affurances he is grofsly miftaken but it i$ 
the misfortune of controverfy* that an error 
may be. committed in three or four word$j 
•which cannot be reftjfied in lefs than thirty orr 
forty lines. 

1. The true and the fole meaning of the 
Qhriftian initiation, one of the familiar and fa* 
vourite allufions of the Fathers of the fourth: 
century, is clearly explained by the exaft and 
laborious Bingham. " The baptized were 

alfo ftyled <h ^ipji/x^oi, which the Latins 
** call initiatiy the initiated, that is, admitted to 

the ufe of the facred offices, and knowledge 
* of the yi<?r*rf myfterics of the Chrtftian Religion. 
« c Hence came that form of fpf afcing fo foe* 
u quently ufed by St. Chryfoftom, and otiher 
cc ancient writers, when they toothed upon 
" any doftrines i>r myfteries which the Cfcte- 

chumens tinde^ftbod not, urxirit 01 /^s^un/ami, 
ct the initiated know what is fpoken. St* 
<tf Ambrofe writes a book to thefe initiati ) 
« Ifidore of Petefium and Hefychtos <3*ll 
ff ihem h*u«"t*i and jaurTaywytiro*. Whence the 
«*" Catechumens hSve the eontriiy naftieS, 
€€ Ajuuff"w*, AjtAuuToi, ApvQ-rtoytaynrQiy the uninitl- 
« ated or unbfcptized." (Antiquities of the 
a Chriftian 
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Qfariftkft Ctottrah, h>L z.j+.'W* ^toL S.^i *j. 
fbl. fcditi) Had I jttefatticdto foppofe that 
Mbfteiift ^as capable of enjoying a technical 
t&pik&Vb an a loofe and equivocal ferife, I 
fheftrid indeed Ibawe violated, the refpeft which 
1 4ave alttejte entertained for -his learning and 
abilities. : 

. a. Biit f Mr* ©avis cannot difedver in the 
tcasthof Molheirja the*^*9ift:of. yaleri#. In that 
cafe [Moiheim > woukt have fuffered another 
flight inaccuracy to ck-Qpfrom his pen, as the 
paflige ^f Lafibantius, ff facrificio polluij $pe- 
u g&," On which he founds, his aflfertiotty in- 
ches the names both of Prifca and Yakw* 
But I am not r^y^ed to the;n^cefflQr p£ ^ci*? 
fi^finp^er i^ my own<tefencew, Moftei[m ha# 
properly and oejfprefsly declared; tftat Valeria 
imit4ted T the pious example tff her mother, Prif- 
fca, V Oener Diocktjani; ujcorem jiafeeb^t V*k? 
« < riam m^tri*: efcernplgm pirate erga $knm 
« imitan*em f ci;;* Culcu $&$mm N^mj^ro 
t c aUtaatQ/Vj^ofheuti, ^pjrl^itf.)- Mr* Ba\*§ 
has bad habit Of greedily 1h*pping<*t the firft 
words of a inference, without giving himfe|f 
the trouble of going to ihe ehd of the page or 
paragraph. r 

ThefertrifKing^and peeuilh?cavils wbuld; per* 
haps, have been confounded with fome criticifms 
of the fame ftamp, 6n*WhWh'i had beftowed a 
. . ' flight, 



Digitized by 



t ] 



flight, though AHficient noficd, in the btpsij 
nirig of this article of Mofheinu had not my 
attention been awakened by a peroration Worthy 
of Tertullian himfelf, if Tertullian had been 
devoid of eloqudnce as well as of moderation— 
" Much Ids does the , Cbriftian Mofheim give 
" our infidel Hiftorian any pretext for inferring 
^ that illiberal matigmnt^infinuaiion^ " That 
,f iGh?iftianity has,* in every age y acknowledged 
Cf its important obligatibits to pzukti Hevo- 
* tkftii" the remark is trul^ Wttrripliti't*:" 

ll is not my defign to fill whole pages with 
a- tedious enumeration of the many illuftrioiiS 
examples of female Saints, who, in every 
age.,' and fclmoft in every country, have - pro- 
fiioted the intereft of Chriftiariify.' Such in- 
llances" will readily offer * themfeWfeS t6 thofe 
who have the llighteft knowledge b( ficclefia- 
ftical Hiftbry; nor k it neceflary that I fhbuld 
remind them how much the charms, the influ- 
ence, the devotion of Glotilda, and of her 
great-grand-daughter Bertha, Contributed td 
the converfion of France and Eftgland. Rcli4 
gion may accept, without a bliiftri the fervices 
of the pureft and moft gentle portion t)f the 
human fpecies ; but there are fome. advocates 
who would difgrace Chriftianity, if Chriftianity 

* Davis, p, 132. ; 
x could 
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cbuld be difgraced^ by the manner in which 
they defend her caufe. 

As I could nbt readily procure the works of Titt*. 
Gregory of Nyifa, I borrowed 3 from the accu- M0NT- 
ratie and indefatigable Tillemont, a paflage in 
the Life of Gregory Thaurhatutgus* or the 
Wonder-worker, which affirmed that when the 
Saint took pofleffion of his Epifcopal See, he 
found only seventeen CbriJHans in the city of , 
Neo-Casfarea, and the adjacent country, " Les 
c< environs, la Gampagne, le pays d'alentour." 
(Mem* Ecclef. Tom, iv. p* 677. 691. Edit. » 
Bruflfelles, .1706)^ Thefe expjeffions of Til>- 
lemont, to whom I explicitly acknowledged 
my obligation, appeared fynohymbus to the 
word Diocefe, the whole territory intrufted to 
the paftoral care of the Wonder-worker, ; and 
I added the epithet of extenjivjsi becaufe I was 
apprifed that Meo-Csefarea was the capital of 
the Polemoniac Pontus, and that the whole 
kingdom of Pontus, which ftretched above 
five hundred miles along the coaft of. the Eux- 
ine, was di vided between fixteen or feventeen 
Bifhops*. J^Scq the Geographia Ecclefiaftica of 
Charles de St> Paul, and Lucas HoWtnius, 

» Gibboh, p. 605. N..J56 r 

M p. 249, 
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p. 449, 250, 251.) Thus far I may not be 
thought to have defervcd any ccnfure ; but the 
omiflion of the fubfequent part of the fame 
pafiage, which imports that at his death the 
Wonder-worker left no more than ftvmtten 
Pagans, may fcem to wear a partial and fufpi- 
cious alpeft. 

Let me therefore firft obferve, as fome evi- 
dence of an impartial difpofition, that I tafly 
admitted, as thecool obfervation ©f the piulo~ 
fophic Lucian, the angry and intercfted oom~ 
plaint of the falfe prophet Alexander, that 
Pontus was filled with Chriftians. This com- 
.platnt wasrn^de under the reigns of Marcus or 
of Commodus, with whom the impoftor fo 
admirably expofed by Lucian was contempo- 
rary: and i bad pon tented myfelf withjemark- 
ing, that the numbers of Chriftians mult have 
been very imequally diftributed in the fevend 
parts of Eontus, lince the diocefe of Neo-Cae- 
farea contained, above fixty years afterwards, 
jonly feventeen Chriftians. Such was the in>- 
confidcrable^ock which Gregory began to feed 
.about the year two hundred and forty, and the 
real or fabulous converfioris afcribed to that 
WxHider^warking Bifliop during a reign of 
<tbtrty years, ate tdtaUy foreign to the ibate 
of Chriftianity in the preceding century. 
This obviotis reflation may ferve to anfwer 

the 
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die objcftion of Mr. Davis 4 , and of another 
adverfary', who on this occafion is more li- 
beral than Mr. Davis of thofe harfh epithets fo 
familiar to the tribe of Polemics* 

XVL 

4€ Mr. Gibbon fays 6 , " Pliny was feat into Pa «* 
c< : Bithynia (according to Pagi) in the year 

«k Now that accurate Chronologer places it 
€t in the year 102. See the fa& recorded in his 
" Cittica-H^oricb^hronologica in Annales 

C. Bamnii, A, D. 10a. p* 99* Ike. it. 

€C I appeal to my reader, Whether this 
" anachromfon does not plainly pro*e that 

our Hiftorian nevw looked into Pagi's 
*« Chronology, though he has not hefitated to 
* € make a: pompous reference ta him in his 

I- cannot help obfenring, that eh&er Mr. 
Patfe's Dictionary is extremely confined, or 
tttilt m his Philofopfoy all fins are of eqtrttl 
magnitude. Every errbr of fa& or language, 
pyery iaftance where he does hot know to re- 

* Davis, p. 136,, 1J7. 

* Dr. Randolph, in, ChelfumVRcnwks v p. ^5$, 160. 

* Gibbon* p. 605. N. 157. ' Davis, p. 140. 

MV concile 
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concile the original and jthc refer cnce^ he tXr 
-preffes by the gentle word, of fhifrepreftntQifon. 
An inaccurate, appeal to,theicntim$m ; of Pagi, 
on a fubjed where I rpuft have been perfe&ly 
difinterefted, might have been ftyled a lapfe of 
memory, iflftead of being cenfured as the effeft 
j of vamty. and ignorance. . Pagi is neither a 
difficult nor an uncommon writer, aoo: critfld I 
hope to derive much additional famfe from a 
fompoks quotation of his writings, which I had 
.never feen, . ; / . . A [; 

, . Thp words employed by Mr. Davis, o£ Ja&, 
.of record, of anacbrwfm$ ar£ unfkilfully. $ho- 
fen, and fo unhappily applied, as to betray 2 a 
very ih&mefui ignorance, either of the Englifh 
language, or of the nature of this Chronologi- 
cal Queftion, The date of Pliny's : govern- 
ment of Bithynia is not a fad recorded b£any 
ancient writer, but an opinion which, modern 
critics have varioufly formed, from the confi- 
deration of prefumptiye and collateral evidence. 
Cardinal Baronius placed the confulfhip $f 
Pliny one year too late ; apd, as he was : per- 
fuaded th^t the old pra&ice of the republic ftill 
fubfifted,.. he naturally fuppofed that Plii\y 
obtained his province immediately after the 
expiration of his confulfhip. He therefore 
fends him irito Bithyhia in the year which, 
according"* to his erroneous computation, co- 
incided 
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incided 4lth the y^ar one' hundred stnd Four 
(Bar&n. Artrtal: EccleC A.- D. 103. N° 1, 
104. N° r), of , according to the tfiie chro- 
hotogy, ^ItK the year one hundred and 
two,' of "the Chriftian iEra. This miftake of 
Baronius, Pagi*, with the afliftance of his 
friend Cardinal Noris, undertakes to cqrreft. 
From an accurate parallel. of fht Annals of 
Trajan and the Epiftles of Pliny, he deduces 
his proofs.tbat, Pliny remained at Rome fevend 
years after his Confulfhip; by his own mge* 
nibus, though fometimes fanciful theory, of 
the imperial Quinquennalia, &c. Pagi at laft 
jdifcovers that Pliny made his entrance into 
"Bithynia in the year one hundred and ten. 
cc Flinius igitur anno Chrifti centesimo de- 
'i* cimo Bithyniam intravit." Pagi, torn. i. 
p. 100. • 
^ I will be more indulgent to my adverfary 
than he has been to me : I will admit, that he 
has looked into Pagi but I muft add, that he 
has only looked into that accurate Chronologen 
To reftify the errors, which, in the courfe of a 
laborious and original work, had efcaped the 
diligence of the Cardinal, was the arduous talk 
which Pagi propofed to execute: and. for the 
fake of perfpicuity, he diftributes his criticif^s 
acccording to the particular dates, whether jiift 
pr faulty,' of the Chronology of Baronius him- 

felf. 
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felf. Under the year wa, M/. ;p#vfc cftnr 
fufedly faw a long argument about Pliny and 
Bithynia, and without condefcending tq r«ad 
the Author whom he pompoufy quotes, thi$ 
hafty Critic imputes to him the opinion which 
he had fo labprioufly deftroyed.. ,, .' 

My readers, if any readers have accompani- 
ed me $hus fer, mult be farisfied, ancf indeed 
fatiated, with the repeated proofs- which I have 
made of tie weight and temper of my adver- 
•ftiy's -weapons, They have, iff <>viry aitaulr, 
^llen dead and lifefcfs to the ground':: tney 
We more than once reqoiled, and dangerouflv 
^wounded the unfktfful hand that/ha^ prefumed 
•0> ufe them. J have now examined aft the 
rtifreprefetttathns and mtcurtctes, which even 
$o* a moment could perplex the ignorant, or 
deceive the credulous: the few imputation* 
which I have negfcaed, are ffilfmore paTpibJy 
falfe, or ftill more evidently trifling, and even 
the friendsof Mr. Davis wiH, fcarcely continue 
«0r Scribe my contempt to my fear. 

Thefirft part of his Criticaf Volume might 
acknit, though it<did not deferye, a particular 
*eply. But the eafy, though tedious compila- 
tion, which m% the remainder*, and which 
Mr. Davis has produced as the, evidence of my 
fcameful plagiarifms,, may be let in its true 
*i)*fi$, p. 168—274. 

light 
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v fight by thr*e or four ihort and general reflex- 
ions, 

I. Mr. Davis has difpofed, in two columns* 
the paffages which he thinks proper to felecfc 
from .my Twp laft Ch^pte^ and the corre- 
fpqndingfiaff^ges from Middleton, Barbeyrac, 
Beaufobre^ Dodwell, &c, to the nioft import- 
ant of which he had been regularly guided by 
ray own quotations. According to the opi- 
nion which he has conceived of literary pro- 
• perty, tOMgne is to follow^ and to follow is to 
fteal. He celebrates his own fagacity with loud 
and reiterated applaufe, and declares with infinite 
facetioufnefs, that if he reftored tb every au- 
thor the paflages which Mr. Gibbon Jias 
purloined, be would appear as naked as the 
proud and gaudy Daw in the Fable, when 
each bird hadjplucked away its own plumes. 
Inftead of being angry with Mr. Davis for the 
parallel which he has extended to fo great a 
length, I am under fome obligation to his 
induftry for the copious proofs which he has 
ftirnifhed the reader, that my,rqptefentation of 
feme of the,Bftoft imppqtaot fa&s of £cclefiafti* 
cal Antiquity, h iupjpof ted by the authority or 
opinion of the mqft ^ingeruous and learned of 
the modern writers. THe Public may, not* 
f>erhapA» be very eager %o aflift Mr.Pavfci* 
Jus fevouruae ^mufcincM of depluming *m£. 

They 
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They - may -think, that if the materials which 
compofe my Two laft Chapters are curious and 
valuable, it is of little moment to whom they 
properly belong. If my readers are Satisfied 
with the form, the colours, the new arrangement 
which I have given to the labours of my pre- 
decefibrs, they may perhaps confider me not 
as a contemptible Thief, but as an honeft and 
induftrious Manufa&urer, who has fairly pro- 
cured the raw materials, and worked them up 
with a laudable degree of fkill and fuccefs. 

II. About two hundred years ago, the Court- 
of Rome difcovered that the fyftem which had 
been erefted by ' ignorance muft be defended 
and countenanced by the aid, or at leaft by the 
abufe, of fcience. The grofler legends of the 
middle ages were abandoned to contempt, but 
the fupremacy and infallibility of two hundred 
Popes, the virtues of many thoufand Saints, 
and the miracles which they either performed 
of related, have been laborioufly confecrated 
in the Ecclefiaftical Annals of Cardinal Baro- 
nius. A Theological Barometer might be 
formed, of which the Cardinal and our coun- 
tryman Dr. Middleton fliould conftitute the 
oppofite and remote extremities, as the former 
funk to the lowed degree of credulity, ^hicll 
^ras compatible with learning, and -the latter 
rofe to the higheft pitch of fcepticifo, in any 
i wife 
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wife confident with Religion* The interme- 
diate gradations would be filled by a line of 
ecclefiaftical critics, whofe rank has been fixed 
by the circumftances of their temper and ftu- 
dies, as well as by the fpirit of the church or 
fociety to which they were attached. It would 
be amufing enough to calculate the weight of 
prejudice in the air of Rome, of Oxford, of 
Paris, and of Holland $ and fometimes to ob- 
feftre the irregular tendency of Papifts towards 
freedom, fometimes to remark the unnatural 
gravitation of Proteftants towards flavery. But 
it is ufeful to borrow the affiftance of fo many 
learned and ingenious men, who have viewed 
the firft ages of the church in every light, and 
from every fituation. If we flcilfully combine 
the paflions and prejudices, the hoftile motives 
and intentions, of the leveral theologians, we 
may frequently extradt knowledge frpm cre- 
dulity, moderation from zeal, and impartial 
truth from the moft difingenuous controverly. 
It is the right, it is the duty of a critical hifto- / 
rian to colledt, to weigh, to feleft the opinions 
of his predecefibrs $ and the more diligence he 
has exerted ill the fearch, the more rationally 
he may hope to add fome improvement to the 
ftock of knowledge, the ufe of which has been 
common to all. 

N III. Be- 
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HI. Befidrfs the ideas which -may he fug- 
gefted by the ftudy of the maft Itemed and 
ingenious of the moderns, the hiftorian may 
be indebted to them for the occafional com- 
munication of fame paffages of the ancients, 
-which .might otherwife have efcaped his know- 
ledge or his memory. In the confideration <Sf 
<any extenfive fubjeft, none will pretend to have 
read ail that has been written* or to ;re£oUe£t 
all that they have read : -nor is there :kny dif- 
grace in recurring to w the writens whb have pro- 
feffedly treated any queftions, which, in the 
courfe of a long narrative, we are called upon 
to mention in a flight and incidental manner. 
If I. touch upon the obfeure and fanciful theo- 
logy of the Gnoftics, I can accept without a 
blufh the afliftance of the candid Beaufobre; 
and when, amidfl: the fury of contending par-? 
ties, I trace the progrefs of ecclefiaftical domi- 
nion, I am not afhamed to confefs myfelf the 
grateful difciple of the impartial Mofheim. 
In the next Volume of my Hiftory, the Reader 
and the Critic muft prepare themfelves to fee 
me make a ftill more liberal ufe of the labours 
of thofe indefatigable workmen who have dug 
deep into the mine of antiquity. The Fathers 
of the fourth and fifth centuries are far more 
voluminous than their predecelTors r the writings 
of Jeronv of Auguftin, of Chryfoftom, &c. 

i cover 
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cover the walls of our libraries. The fmalleft 
part is of the hiftorical kind r yet the treatife* 
which feem the leaft to invite the curiofity of the 
reader, frequently conceal very ufeful hints, or 
very valuable fa&s. The polemic, who in* 
volves himfelf and his antagonifts in a cloud of 
argumentation, fometimes relates the origift 
and progrefs of the herefy which he confutes j 
and the preacher who declaims againft the 
luxury, defcribes the manners, of the age; 
and feafonably introduces the mention of fomc 
public calamity, that he may afcribe it to the 
juftice of offended Heaven. It would furely 
be unreafonable to expedfc that the hiftorian 
ihould perufe enormous volumes, with the ui** 
certain hope of extra£ting a few interefting lines, 
or that he Ihould facrifice whole days to the 
momentary amufement of his Reader. For- 
tunately for us both, the diligence of ecclefi- 
aftical critics has facilitated our inquiries : the 
compilations of Tillemont might alone be con- 
sidered as an immenfe repertory of truth and 
fable, of almoft all that the Fathers have pre- 
served, or invented, or believed; and if we 
equally avail ourfelves of the labours of con- 
tending fedtaries, we fliall often difcover, that 
the fame paff^ges which the prudence of one of 
the difputants would have fupprefled or dif- 
guifed, are placed in the moll confpicuous 
N 2 light 
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light by the a&ive and interefted zeal of his 
adverfary. On thefe oecafions, what is the 
duty of a faithful hiftorian, who derives from 
fome modern writer the knowledge of fome 
ancient teftimony, which he is defirous of in- 
troducing into his own narrative ? It is his 
duty, and it has been my invariable pra&ice, 
to confult the original $ to ftudy with attention 
the words, the defign, the fpirit, the context, 
,the fituation of the paffage to which, I had 
been referred ; and before I appropriated it to 
tny own ufe, to juftify my own declaration, 
<f that I had carefully examined all the origi- 
f c nal materials that could illuftrate the fubje£t 
(€ which I had undertaken to treaty" If this 
important obligation has fometimes been im- 
perfe&ly fulfilled, I have only omitted what it 
would have been impra&icable for me to per- 
form. The greateft city in the world is ftill 
deftitute of that ufeful inftitution, a public li- 
brary ; and the writer who has undertaken to 
treat any large hiftorical fubjeft, is reduced to 
the neceffity of purchafing, for his private ufe, 
a numerous and valuable collection of the books 
tyhich muft form the bafis of his work. The 
diligence of his bookfellers will not always prove 
fuccefsful ; and the candour of his readers will 
not always expeft, that, for the fake of verify- 
ing an accidental quotation of ten lines, he 

fliould 
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fhoyld load hirrifelf with, an ufelefs and expend 
five, feries of ten volumes. In a very few in- 
ftances, where I had not the opportunity of 
Go'nfulttng the originals, I have adopted their 
teftimony on the faith of modern guides, of 
whofe fidelity I was fatisfied * but on thefe oo 
cafions% inftead of decking myfelf with the 
borrowed plumes of Tillemont or Lardner, I 
have been moft fcrupuloufly exaft in marking 
the extent of my reading, and the fource of 
my information. This diftin&ion, which a 
fenfe of truth and mod^efty had engaged me to 
exprefs, is ungeneroufly abufed by Mr. Davis, 
who feems happy to inform his readers, that 
cc in one inftance (Chap. xvi. 164. or, in the 
<c firft edition, 163.) I have, by an unaccount- 
cc able overfight, unfortunately for myfelf, for- 
cc got to drop the modern, and that I modeftly 
cc difclaim all knowledge of Athanaflus, butwhat 
« I had picked up from Tillemont \" Without 
animadverting on the decency of thefe expref- 
fions, which are now grown familiar to me, I 
(hall content myfelf with obferving, that as I 
had frequently quoted Eufebius, or Cyprian, 
or Tertullian, becaufe I had read them; fo, in 
this inftance, I only made my reference to Til- 

9 Gibbon, p. 605, N. 1 $6 ; p. 606, N. 161 ; p. 690, 
N. 164; p. 699, N. 178. 
* Davis, p. 273. 

lemont. 
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lemont, becaufe I had not read, and did not 
poffefe^ the works of Athanafius. The pro- 
grefs of my undertaking has lince dire&ed me 
to perufe the Hiftorical Apologies of the Arch- 
bilhop of Alexandria, whofe life is a very in- 
terefting part of the age in which he lived > 
and if Mr. Davis fhould have the curiofity to 
look irito my Second Volume, he will find that 
I rnake a free and frequent appeal to the writ* 
ings of Athanafius. Whatever may be the 
opinion orpra&ice of my adverfary, this I ap- 
prehend to be the dealing of a fair and honour- 
able man. 

IV. The hiftorical monuments of the three 
firft centuries of ecclefiaftical antiquity are nei- 
ther very numerous, nor very prolix. Fronrr 
the end of the Afts of the Apoftfes, to the time 
when the firft Apology of Jufthr Martyr was 
prcfented, there intervened a dark and doubt- 
fed period of ft>urfcore years ; and, even if the 
Epiftks of Ignatius fhould be approved by th« 
critic, they could not be very fervkeable ta 
t!he hrftorian. From the middle of the fecood* 
to the beginning, of the fourth, century, we 
gain our knowledge of the ftate and progrefe 
of Chriftianity from the fucceffive Apologiei 
which were occafionally compofed by Juftin, 
Athenagoras, Tertullian, Origen, &c, froi# 
the Epiftles of Cyprian ; from a few fincere a#s 
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of jthe N|artyrs ; .from fome moral or contro- 
verfial tr$&s, which indire&ly explain the events 
and manners of the times; from the rare and 
accidental notice -which profane writers havp 
4aken of the Chriftian fedt; from the decla- 
ratory Narrative which celebrates the deaths 
X>f the periecutors ; and/rom the Ecctefiaftidal 
rHiftory of JLufebius, ^ho has r prpferved fom£ 
valuable/ fragments of more f early writers. 
.Since the revival of letters, theft original mar 
rteri^ls have keen the common funfd of critic^ 
a^dhiltorians : nor has it ever been imagine*}, 
that the abfolute and c^xclufive property of a 
paffyge in Eufebius or Tertullian was acquired 
by the fiifft who had ,an opportunity of quoting 
ft. The learned work of Mofheim, de Rehus 
rCbri/liams ante Conjltntinum, was printed in the 
year 17535 and if I were pofleffed of the pa- 
*tienceand difingenuity of Mr, Davis, I would 
-engage to find all the ancient teftimonies that 
^ has alleged, in the writings of Dodwell oj; 
Tillemont, which were publiflied before the 
fend of the laft century. But if I were animated 
rby any malevolent intentions againft Dodwell 
or Tillemont, I could as eafily,:andas unfairly 
? fix on them the guilt of Plagiarilrn, by jpto-* 
4ucing the fame paffages trapfcribed .or .trant- 
4a$e4 >at full length in the. Annals of Cardinal 
Jforphius. Let not criticifm ht any, lojige* jdif- 

gracdi 



Digitized by 



I 96 :] 

graced by the praftice of fuch unworthy arts. 
Inftead of admitting fufpicions as falfe as they 
are ungenerous, candour will acknowledge, 
thatMofheim or Dodwell, Tillemont or Barb- 
nius, enjoyed the fame right, and often were 
under the fame obligation, of quoting the p&f- 
fages which they had read, and which were in<- 
difpenfably requifite to confirm the truth and 
•fubftance of their fimilar narratives. Mr. DaVis 
i^fo far from allowing me the benefit of this 
common indulgence, or rather of this comitfon. 
right, that he ftigmatizes with the name of 
Plagiarifm a clofe and literal agreement with 
•Dodwell in the account of fome parts of the 
perfecution of Diocletian, where a few chap- 
ters of Eufebius and Ladtantius, perhaps of 
Laftantius alone, are the fole materials from 
whence our knowledge could be derived, and 
where/ if I had not tranferibed, I muft have 
-invented. He is even bold enough (bold is not 
the proper word) to conceive fome hopes of 
J>erfuading his readers that an Hiftorian who 
has employed feveral years of his life* and 
ieveral hundred pages, on the £)ecline and Fall 
of the Rpman Empire, had never read Orofiu*, 
or the Auguftan Hiftory ; and that he was 
forced to borrow, at fecond-hand, his qu#ca*- 
tions from the Theodofian Code. I caShdt 
" j)lt>Fefs myfdf Very defirous of Mr. Davis's ae- 
* ' ? -_ - quaintancej 
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quaintance * but if he will take die trouble of 
calling at my houfe any afternoon when I aitf j 
not at home, my fervaffit fhali Ihew him my 
library, which he will find tolerably well fur* 
iiiiked with the ufeful authors, ancient as well 
as modern, ecclefiaftical as wilt as profane, 
who have direStly fupplied me with the mate- 
rials of my Hiftoryv 

The peculiar reafons* and they are not of the 
raoft flattering kind, which urged me to repel 
the furious and feeble attack of Mr* Davis* 
have been already mentioned. But fince I am 
drawn thus relu&antly into the lifts of contro* 
verfy, I fhall not retire till I have faluted, ei«* 
ther with ftern defiance or gentle courtefy* 
the ; theological champions who have fignalized 
their ardour to break a lance againft the fhield 
of a Pagan adyerfary. The Fifteenth and Six- 
teenth Chapters have been honoured with 'the 
notice of feveral writers, whofe names and 
chara&^rs feemed to protnife more maturity of 
judgment and learning than could reafonably 
be expected from the upftirifhed ftudies of a 
Batchelor of Arts, The Reverend Mr* Ap-> 
thorpe, Dr. Watfon, the Regius Profeflbr of 
Divinity in the Univerfity of Cambridge, Dr. 
Chelfum of Chrift Cfeurch, and his aflbciate 
ffr. Randolph, prefident of Corpus Chrifti 
O College, 
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College, and the Lady Margaret's Profeflbr o£ 
Divinity in the Univerfity of Oxford, have 
given me a fair right,^hich, however, I fhall 
not abufe, of freely declaring my opinion on 
the fubject of their refpedtive criticifms. . 

If I am not miftaken, Mr. Apthorpe was 
the firft who announced to the Public his in- 
tention of examining the. interefting fubjeft 
which I had treated in the Two laft Chapters of 
my Hiftory. The multitude of collateral and 
accefiary ideas which prefented themfelves to 
the Author, infenfibly fwelled the bulk of his 
papers to the fize of a large volume in oftavo ; 
the publication was delayed many months be- 
yond the time of the -firft advertifement 5 and 
when Mr. Apthorpe's Letters appeared, I 
was furprifed to find, that I had fcarcely any 
iritereft or concern in their contents. They are 
filled with general obfervations on the Study 
of Hiftory, with & large and ufeful catalogue 
of Hiftorians, and with a variety of refle&ions, 
moral and religions, all preparatory to the di- 
rect and formal confideration of my Two laft 
CRapters, which Mr. Apthorpe feems to re- 
feree, for the fubjeft of a Second Volume. I 
finccrely refpeft the learning, the piety, and 
the. candour of this Gentleman, and muft con- 
fider it as a mark of his efteertf, that he has 
thought propel* to begin his approaches at To 
. V ' — - great 
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great a diftance from the fortifications whicV 
he defign^d to attack, 

Whetf'Dr. Watfon gave to the- Public his- w A t. 
Apology for Chriftiariity, in a Series of Let-' 
ters, he addrefled thfem to the Author of the 
Decline £nd Fall of the Roman : Empire, with* 
a juft confidence that he had confidered this 
important objeit an a manner not unworthy •<>£ 
his antagonift of of himfelf.. Dn Watfon 's 
mode of thinking bears a liberal and philofo- 
phic. caft; his thoughts are exprefled with 
fpirit, and that fpirit is always tempered' by? 
polhenefs and moderation. Such is the matt 
whom I fhould be happy to call my friend, 
and whom I fhould not blufh to call my an- 
tagonift. But the fame motived which might 
tempt me to accept, or even to folicit, a pri*- 
vate and amicable conference, dflTuaded mcr 
from entering into a public contrdverfy with a* 
Writer of fo refpeftable a charafter; and I em-" 
bractd the earlieft opportunity of exprefling tor 
Dr. Watfon himfelf, how fincerely I agreed* 
with him in thinking, " That as the worfd^ 
<c now pofiefled of the opinion tff us both viptiti 1 
" the fubjeft in queftion, it may be perhaps 
cc as proper for us : both to -leave it in this 
" ftate 2 ." The nature of the ingenious Pro- ' 

1 Watfon's Apology for Chriteanity, p. 200. 

O 2 feflpf's 
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fcflbr'« Apology cpntritHited to flrengthen* the 
infuperable rcludancc to engage in hoftile al- 
tercation whipty wa$ common to us both* by 
convincing me, that fuch an altercation wa* 
unneceflary a$ well as unpleafant. He very 
juftly and politely declares, that a eonfider- 
abfcpart, near feventy .psges, of his fmall vo- 
lume are no* directed to roe** but to a fct x>£ 
Xfitii whon> he place? in an odious and coa* 
temptible light. He leaves to other hands the 
• defepec of the leading Ecclcfiaftics, even ^of 
the primitive church* and without being very 
anxious, either to foften their vices and indif- 
qr«ion, or to aggravate the cruelty of tho 
Heathen Ferfecutors, he paffes over in filenfc© 
the grcateft part of my Sixteenth Chapter, It 
is not fo flinch the purpofe of the Apologift to 
examine the fadts which have been advanced 
by the Hiftprian, as to remove the impreflrons 
which maty have been formed by many of his 
Readers i and the remarks of Pr. Watfon wfift 
more properly of general argumentation than of 
particular critjeifm, He fairly owns, that I 
hayc e?iprefsly Staved the full and irre&UW* 
weight of the fii$ great caufe of the fyeceft of 
£hriftiani|y% ,*M*l M * s t0 ° candid to deny 

^ W^tfon's Apology fpr Chriftian^tjr, p, 202—268. 
♦ |d. p. s- 

that 
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thtit the ftre fecondary caufcs, which I had ar-> 
tempted to explain, operated with fome degree' 
ofaftiw energy towards the accomplifhmenr 
of that great event. The only qtkftion which 
reniaips between to, relates . to the: &$gne oP 
the weight aodiepcdtof thofe fecondasy caoftsr 
and as I am perfiiWdd that tyur iphilofophy is 
not of the dogmatic kind; we fooiald foon ax> ? > 
knowledge that this Recife degree cannot be : 
ascertained by reafoning, nor perhaps be ex- 
prefled. by word*. In the courie of dris «*- 
quiry, fome incidental difficulties have dfifen, 
which I Jiaditated with impartiality, and which 
Dr; Watfofr refohres rwidr ingenuity ^and tern- • 
per. . \t in fbtne inftances he fcems to have 
mifepprehended mytfe^tiraents/ i may Jacfitate 
whether I /fhould impute the fault to my own* 
want of clearnefs c 6r to his want of attention, ' 
butt can never enimain a fufpicion that Dr. 
Wrtfbn would defcend m employ the difinge* 1 
nmwia arts of vulgkr contmveify* < < 

- There is^ however, one paflage, and One paf* 
fagfc ^nly, which muft not pa^s without fome 
explanation ; and I the more eagerly em- 
brace this occafion to illuftrate what I had faid, 
as the mifc<&nfau&ioh of my true meaning 
ff^JW to h&vfc made an involuntary,; but unfa- 
vourable, impreffion on the liberal mind of Dr. 
Watfoh, As f endeavour not to palliate the 

yj 1 feverity, 
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Severity, but to difcovcr the motifs, of the 
Roman Magiftrates, I had remarked, < € it 
<c was in vain that the oppreffeet Believer 
Cf afferted the unalienable, rights of con* 
c « fcience and private judgment. Though his 
" fituation might excite the pity, his argu- - 
Cf ments could never reach the lunderftanding, 
c ^ either of the philofophic or of the believing 
'i part of the Pagan world 5 /' The humanity^ 
of Dr* Watfon takes fire on the fuppofed pro- > 
vocation, and be afks me ^with unufual quick- 
n,efs, c ? How, Sir, are. the arguments for liberty^ 
" of confeience fo exceedingly inconclufive, 

that you think them incapable of reaching 
cc the underftanding even of philolbphers 6 .?" 
He continues to obferve, that a captious ad-- 
verfary would embrace with avidity the op- 
portunity this paffage affords, of blotting -my 
charadter with the odious. ftainx)f being a Per^- 
fecutor ; a ftain which no learning can ^tfipe 
out, which no genius or ability can renders 
amiable j and though he himfelf does not Sft- 
tertain fuch an opinion of my principles* /his 
ingenuity -tries in vaift to provide me with tfye > 
means of efcape. • 

I muft lament that I have not been fucceffi*- 
ful in the explanation of a very fimple notion * 

5 Gibbon, p. 625, * Watson, , p. 1 85.-, - 
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of the fpirit both of philofophy and of poly- 
theifrti, which I have repeatedly inculcated^ 
The arguments which affert the rights of con* 
fcience are not inconclufive. in themfelves, but 
the underftanding of the Greeks and Romans 
wa& fortified againft their evidence by an in- 
Vincible prejudice. When we liften to the voice 
bf Bayle, of Locke, and of genuine reafon, in 
favour of religious toleration, we fhall eafily 
perceive that our'moft forcible appeal isriiadfc 
to our mutual feelings. If the Jew were al- 
lowed to argue with the Inquifitor, he would; 
requefl that for a moment they might ex«i 
change their different fituations, and might 
fafely alk his Catholic Tyrant, whether the feai? 
of death would compel him to enter the fyna* 
gbgue, to receive the mark of circumcifioni 
and to partake of the pafchal lamb. As foon 
as the cafe^of perfecution was brought home to 
the bread of the Inquifitor, he mult have found 
fome difficulty in fupprefling the didtates of 
natural equity, which would infinuate to hi* 
confcience, that he cbuld have no right to in- 
flift thofe punifhrnents which, under fimilar 
circumftances, he would efteem it as his duty 
to encounter. But this argument could not 
reach the underftanding of a Polytheift,* or of 
kn ancient Philofopher. The former Was ready* 
whenever he was fummoned, or indeed with- 
'\ . - out 
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out being fammoned, to felt profbate before 
the altars of any Gods who were adored in any 
parr of the world, and to admit a vague per- 
fuafioa of the truth and divinity of the moft 
different modes of religion. The Philofopher, 
who coofidered them* at leaft in their literal 
fcnfe, as equally fal/e and abfurd, was not 
afhamed to difguife his fentiments* and to 
frame his actions according to the laws of his 
country, which impofed the fame obligation 
on the Philofophers and the people* When 
Pliny declared* that whatever was the opinion 
of the Chriftians, their obftinacy deferved pu-r 
nHhment, the abfurd cruelty of Pliny was 
excufed in his own eye, by the confeioufnefs 
that, in the fituation of the Chriftians, he would 
not haverefufed the religious compliance which 
he exacted. I fhall not repeat, that the Pa- 
gan worihip was a, matter, not of opinion, 
but of aijlom; that the toleration of the Ro- 
f^ans was confined to nations or families who 
followed the pradtice of their anceftors - r and 
that in the firft ages of Chriftianity their per- 
fccution of the individuals who departed from 
the eftabliihed religion was neither moderated 
by pure reafon, nor inflamed by exclufive zeal. 
But I only'defirc to appeal, from the hafty ap-> 
prchenfion, to the more deliberate judgment, of 
Dr. Watfcm himfelf. Should there ftill remain 

any 
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any difference of opinion between us, I fhall be 
fatisfied, if he will confider me as a fincere, 
though perhaps unfuccefcful, lover of truth, 
and as a firm friend to civil and ecclefiaftical 
freedom. 

Far be it from me, or from any faithful Dr. chfl- 
Hiftorian, to impute to refpc&able focieties d^r?*. 
the faults of lbme individual members. Our D0L,,i 
two Univerfities moft undoubtedly contain the 
fame mixture, and moft probably the fame 
proportions, of zeal and moderation, of reafon 
and fuperftition. Yet there is much lefs dif- 
ference between the fmoothnefs of the Ionic, 
and the roughnefs of the Doric dialed, than 
may be found between the poliflied ftyle of Dr. 
Watfon, and the coarfe language of Mr. Davis; 
Dn Chel&mi or Dr, Randolph. The fecond 
of thefe Critics, Dr. Chelfum of Chrift Church, 
is unwilling that the world fhould forget that 
he was the firfl: who founded to arms, that hi 
was the firft who furnifhed the antidote to the 
poifon; and who, as early as the month of 
Oftober of the year 1776, publifhed his Stric- 
tures on the Two laft Chapters of Mr. Gibbon's 
Hiftbry. The fuccefs of a pamphlet, v$\\\ch 
he modeftly ftyles imperfeft and ill-digefted, 
encouraged him to refume the controverfy. 
In the beginning of the prefent year, his Re- 
marks ifrade their fecond appearance, with fome 
P alteration 
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alteration of form, and a large rncreaffe of 
bulk; and the author who feems to* fight wr- 
der the protection of two epifcopal banners^ 
has prefixed, in the front of his vofume, hia 
name and titles, which in the former edkiotf he 
had lefs honourably fapprefled. His confidence 
is fortified by the alliance and cottfmxmicstioas 
of a diftinguijhed Writer, Dr. Randolph* £j?r; 
who, on a proper occaffion, wotafct,. w> doubt* 
be ready to bear as honourable teftfcaony to 
the merit vnd repuurtiifon. of Br. Chelfaafr. Th* 
tw*o> friends are indeed fo happily united by arc 
and nature, that if the author of the Remark* 
had not pointed out the valuable cowianuni- 
carioivs of the Margaret Profefibr, k wpuk) 
have fee^n impofllbietoifeparate their r^perftir* 
property, * Writers who poflefsr any freedom of 
mind, may 1>e know** from eack other by tie 
peculiar character of irfeeir ifcyle and fencimentaj 
but the champions wh® awe inlifted id the fer-? 
vice of Authority,, ctonimaafy wear the uniform 
of the regiment. ©pprcfied with the 
yoke, covered with the fame trippings, tlfcy 
heavily Thieve' along, perhijte hot with an equal 
pace, in the fame beaten'traslfcof prejudke aad 
preferment. Yet I fbould cxpofe my owt\ ia- 
juftice, were- I absolutely to confound with 
Mr. Bavfothe two Dodors in Divinity* wi^i 
*re joined ip one vohjrae, The three Critics 

appear 
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appear* to bt animated by the fame implafcahk 
jrefentment againft the Hiftorian of the Roman 
"Empirei they are alike d'rfpofed to fupport 
the fame opinions by the fame arts; and if m 
the language of the two latter, the difregard of 
ptflitenefs is fomewhat lefs grofs and ihdecent, 
the difference is not of fuch a magnitude as to 
excite In my breaft any lively fenfations of 
gratitude. It was the ttusfortune of Mr. Davfe 
that'he rtndeltook to write before he had -read. 
Tie fet out with the ftock of authbrities ^rhidi 
lie found in my quotations, and 'boldly ven- 
tured to play his reputation againft mine. Per* 
'haps he may now repent of a lofs which is not 
eafily recovered; but if I had riot furmounted 
• iny almott inluperable reluftance to a public 
Vjcfifptite, -many a reader might ftiH 1 be dazzled 
fey tfiewhemence of his affertions, and might 
ftill believe that Mr. Davis had detected fe- 

- yecal iaad important mifteprefentauions 

- in my Tvtotefii Chapter v JBjtf cthe confederate 
. ©afl^lappear »to bt {$&A&v$> of ft higher form 
4ftd hm&r svporkms* they enjoy a pertain 
-»»nt£ \n f *frsir #<^deaiical v^orld; ^nd as their 

seai/is enlightened ;by fame rays jof knowledge, 
tfo /their vdefipe to ruin th^ credit of their .adver- 
sary i* .ocGafip»aJUiy :? c^cked .by .the apprefacp- 
fion of injuring their own. Thefe reftraints, 
to wirifch Mr.JDaVis was a ifttangen, 4xa%g con* 
/ / \ P 2 fined 
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fined them to a very narrow and humble path 
of hiftorical criticifm; .and if I were to corred, 
according to their wifhes, all the particular 
fadls againft which they have advanced any ob- 
jections, thefe corrections, admitted in their 
fulleft extent, woyld hardly furnifh materials 
for a decent lift of errata. 

The dogmatical part of their work, which in 
every fenfe of the word deferves that appella- 
tion, is ill adapted to engage my attention* 
I had declined the confideration of theologi- 
cal arguments, when they were managed by a 
.candid and liberal adverfary; and it would be 
: inconfiftent enough, if I ftiould have refufed ta 
draw my fword in honourable combat againft 
the keen and well-tempered weapon of Dr. 
. Watfon, /or the fole purpofe of encountering 
.the ruftic cudgel of two;ftaunch and fturdy Po- 
lemics. 

1 I lhall not enter any farther into, the cha- 
racter and conduct of Cyprian, as I am fen- 
r fible that, if the opinion of Le Clerc, Mofheim^ 
; and myfelf, is reprobated by Dr. Ghelfum arid 
his ally, the difference muft fubfift, till #e 
Jhall entertain the fame notions of moral virtue 
' arid ecclefiaftical power 1 . If Dr. Randolph 
- will allow that the primitive Clergy received* 

7 Gibbon, p. 5 $8, 559. Chelfem^p... 1^2^-159. 
. - r. ■ 2 ' ~ ~ ■ managed* 
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mstrfaged, : a#d diftribijted the ty thesi aiid othss 
$h«>!$>te dpp^tioft?. j©f the faifhful, , the difr 
c k$tween;*/, will be a difpute of words g > 
I (hall not; #r>uff, myfelf vrith proving , thaf 
Jtfee l^rned Qrige& , jpuj^ hav$. derived; ftpift 
t}\t injpired wshority of thi Church his know- 
ledge,; net) indeed; /of the \i authenticity, : but 
.of the inffirttion of the Evingeiiftsi 
4no- pf w^tQrn; afte not m thfe, rank of tfife 
ApoftlesV Ivfhall fubtpit to ^the judgment 
Qf 'the Pub#c, whether the Athdnafian Creed 
,is not read and received in the Chufch qf 
England, and whether the wifeft and; ntoft 
virtuous of t the Pagans ' believed the Cathar 
lie faith, which is de^la^djn .the AtHa#afiafr 
Creed to be ^bfolutely neqefl^ry. for fafly%? 
^ion. As little Ihall I thii}k : i^yielf interffttfpl 
in the elaborate dtfquifitions with whjph tfap 
Author of the Remarks has filled a great num- 
ber of pages, concerning the famous teftirnony 
of Jofephus, thepafiages of Irfnaeus and Tjhe* 
ophilus, which relate to the gift of miraqlefc, 
and the origin of circumcilion in Paleftine or in 
Egypt 2 . If I have rejefted, and reje&ed wi$h 
fdme contempt, the interpolation which p^oijs 
fraud has very ^ukwardly inferred in. the text 

8 Gibbon, p. 592. Randolph in Che^un^ p, 122. 
- 9 Oibbon, p. 551, Note 33J Chelfuin, p. 39. 

• Gibbon, p. ^565, Note 70. Chelfiini, p. 66. 

* Clielfuiji's Remarks, p. 13—19. 67—91. 180-^185. 
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*f ycfeffcus, I tbfy &ecm my&lf fetfcre bch^d 
the fkidd^f tearned afcd piow clitics J(3efe4a 
patfwcajflar Le <£lerc, hi his At s Gritica, paftt 
iii. ftft* i. c. r *5* and Lardfotffl* Tfcftimonies> 
Vol. L p. tojov '&c), whfc &&vt c^ftdemned 
this paffage: ancP i think it 4&f natural that 
Dr. QteKum Should embrace the contrary x^pi- 
*iofc* vrkAdb. is not deftitute of abifc advocate*. 
5ftfie pafliges of Irenaene and ''ThtejJhihn were 
^tofoughly fifta* ih Ae ^omt^v^rfy- about *Jfee 
idtffttfion of Mlttcte*; as the W&rlts #f DP. 
tMidd!k*oh fnay fee fdt*nd in ^ery Kbrftrf , & 
St is net impoffible that a -diligent feeroh tnay 
•ftill difewer fopae femabs ef ^thre tfrititigs'Ktff 
adrerfarites. In mentieniftg the corfeffi^h 
-tfft&e Syrians eff Paleftine, iSiatftey kdd received 
4tom Egypt <be rke^eff circdmdfibn, I ¥iad fer- 
ity *iHeged*hei:eftimony rfHcroddttis, without 
•eitpnrfifly Adopting ,i3ie feimmeht df Martliam. 
'{But 1 h&d always imagined, ifh^t in thefe dodbt- 
-M«r^ ; mffiffiereiit queflibm,-wiTich<havebeenft)- 
Jeiftiay arguedbefore Ate tribunatt df Ac "Publit, 
^v*»y fcholar was- at lifoerty tbchtife his fefe, 
iwMidut -affigning Ins wafbnS; norr can I^ytt 
^effiiade mfktfyikzt eithet ffr. Chelfum, Or 
2 myl<?lF, areftkely t6 enforce, by any hew argu- 
imfcrtt$, the -opinions which we iiave relpeClively - 
followed. The only novelty fof which J can 
perceive 1 naylHf indebted to Dr. Chelfom, is 

the 
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the very ^xtxaordiiwy Sceptici&i which h& in- 
fiauaues- concerning the time of Herodotus, 
who, according to the chronology of £ome, Equ^ 
ri|hed during the. time of the Jewifh, captivity ^ 
Can k be neceflSwry to inform a, Divine, that 

. iKe ^ptifity wi^ich lafted feve**ty yeacs, ao 
cocding to- the prophecy o£ Jeremiah* was, set* 
minted is* the year 5 3.6 before Chrifta, by th$ 
cdi& whijeh Cysus puUiik$d in th$ ffaft yea* of 
his rcignr (Jejemiah, ixv, 11 1 ick xxix. 
Ezra* k 1. &c. Ulher add Pridcaux, under th$ 
years 606 and 536.) ? Can-it be neceflja<ry to* Jfl* 
form a* maa <frf letters,, tfta* Hferodotw w& 
fifty ^thi;ee years:, old at tbe ,coranwc«iTicat of 
the Peloponnefian war(Aalra Cxcitins, . Nadu 
Attic, xt* a j. from the commentaries of ftusan 
phila), and confequcntly that he was. bsrri iff 

. the yea* before Chriffc 484, fiftjMwo ytetfi 
aCte* th?e end of {he JfcwS* fippjMty?- Afe-thfe 
well attefted fa& is pot expefedto-the fttgitfgft 
doubt or difficulty, I aai fooaewbat curios to 
learn the name* of thoft unknown, authc#s g 
whofe chronology Dr. Chelfum has allowed q 
the ipecious' foundation of a probable hypotfie-* 
fi&.* The Author of the Remarks does - AQt 
fcem indeed to have cultivated* with much W,e 
or fuccefe, the province of literary hiftory,. as 

a very 
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a very moderate acquaintance with that ufeful 
branch of knowledge would have faved him 
from a pofitive miftake, much lefs excufabte 
than the doubt frhich he entertains about the 
time of Herodotus. He ftyles Siiidas €€ i 
** Heathen writer, who lived aboiit the fcnd of 
" the tenth een&iry 4 ." I admit the period 
which he affigns to'Suidasj and which is well 
afcertained by Dr. Bentley (See his Reply to 
Boyle, p. 22, 23: ).■ We are led to fix this 
epoch, by the chronology which this Heathen 
writer has deduced from Adam, to the death df 
the emperor John Zimifces, A.ID.-975: and a. 
crowd of paffages might be produced, as the 
unanfwcrable evidence of his Chriftianity. But 
the jnoft unanfwcrable of all is the very, date, 
which is not difputed between us. The philo- 
fophers whQ flourifhed under Juftinian (See 
Agathias, J. it. p. 65, 66.), appear to have 
feeen the laft of the Heathen writers: and the 
ancient religion of the Greeks was annihilated 
almoft four hundred years before tfhe birth of 
Suidas. * ' 

After this animadverfion, which is not in- 
tended either to infult the failings of my Ad- 
verfary, or to provide a convenient excufc for 
my own errors, I ftiall proceed to feleft two 

4 Chtifiim, p. 73, 
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important parts of Dr. Chelfum's Remarks, 
From which the candid reader may form fome 
opinion of the whole. They relate to the mi- 
litary fervice of the firft Chriftians, and to the 
hiftorical character of Eufebius j and I fhall re- 
View them with the lefs relu&ance, as it may 
riot be impoflible to pick up fomething curious 
ahd iifeful even in the barren wafte of contro- 
verfy. 

I. 

In reprefenting the errors of the primitive milita- 
Chriftians, which flowed from an excefs of vir- ^c^or 
tue, I had obferved, that thev expofed them- *«* FI * ST 
felves to the reproaches of the Pagans, by their AWt « 
obftinate refufal to take an a<5Hve part in the 
civil adminiftration, or military defence of the 
empire ; that the objeftions of Celfus appear 
to have been mutilated by his adverfary Ori- 
gen j and that the Apologifts, to whom the 
public dangers were urged, returned obfcure 
and ambiguous anfwers, as they were unwilling 
to difclofe the true ground of their fecurity, 
their opinion of the approaching end of the 
world 5 . In another place I had related, from 
the Atts of Ruinart, the a&ion and punifliment 
of the Centurion Marcellus, who was put to 
death for renouncing the fervice in a public 
and feditious manner 6 . 

5 Gibbon, p. 580, 581. 6 Id. p. 680, 

On 



Digitized by 



[ "4 3 



On this occafion Dr. Chclfum is extremely 
alert. He denies my fa&s, controverts my 
opinions, and, with a poll tenef$ worthy of Mr^ 
Davis himfelf, infinuates that I borrowed the 
ftory pf Marcellus, not frpm Jiuinart, but 
from Voltaire, My }earne4 Adyeffary thinks 
it highly improbable that Origen fhould dare to 
mutikte th$ obje£tioBs of C^lfus, "whofework 
" was> in all probability, extant at the time 
99 made this reply. In fuch cafe, had he even 
" been inclined to treat his adverfary unfairly* 
" he muft yet furely have been with-held from 
" the attempt through the fear of detect 
" tion 7 ." The experience both of ancient 
and modern controverfy has indeed convinced 
me that this reafoning, juft and natural as it 
may feem, is totally inponclufive, and that the 
generality of difputants, efpecially in religious 
contefts, are of a much more daring and intre** 
pid /pint. For the truth of this remark, I Ihafl 
content myfelf with producing a recent and very 
fmgular example,, in which Dr. Chelfum him- 
felf is pejribnally intereftecl. He charges 8 me 
with .paffipg over in " filf nee the important 
<( afid tinfufpefted teftimony of a Heathen hif- 
" torian. (Dion Caffius) to the perfecution of 
99 Pomitian; and he affirms, that I have pro-* 

7 Chclfum, p. 118, 119. 8 Id. p. 188. 
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cc duccd that teftimony fo far only as it relates 
* c to Clemens and Domitilla'; yet in the very 
*' fame paflage follows immediately, that on 
cc a like accufation many others were al.o 
t€ condemned. Some of them were put to 
€t death, others fuffered ; the confifcation of 
€€ their goods 9 ," Although I fliould not be 
afhamed to undertake the apology of Nero or 
Domitian, if I thought them innocent of any 
particular crime with which zeal or malice had 
wyuftly branded their memory; yet I lhould 
indeed blufh, if, in favour of tyranny, or even 
in favour of virtue, I had fuppreffed the truth 
and evidence of hiftorical fafts. But the 
Reader will feel fome furprife, when he has 
convinced himfelf that, in the three editions of 
my Firft Volume, after relating the death of 
Clemens, and the exile of Domitilla, I continue 
, to allege the entire testimony of Dion, in 
the following words : " and fcntences either 
<( of death, or of confifcation, were pronounced 
€€ againft a great number of persons who 
c * were involved in the same accufation. The 
<c guilt imputed to their charge, was that of 
" Atheifm and Jewifli manners; a fingular 
cc aiffociation of ideas which cannot with any 
" propriety be applied except to the Chriflians, 

9 Gibbon, p 645. 
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<c as they were obfeurely and imperfe&ly 
<f viewed by the magiftrates and writers of 
t( that period." Dr. Chelfum has not beeo 
deterred, by the fear of dete&ion, from this 
fcandalous mutilation of the popular work of a 
living adverfary. But Celfus had been dead 
above fifty years before Origen publifhed his 
Apology ; and the copies of an ancient work, 
inftead of being inftantaneoufly multiplied by 
the operation of the prefs, were feparately and 
(lowly tranferibed by the labour of the hand. 

If any modern Divine fhould (till maintain 
that the fidelity of Origen was fecured by mo-' 
tives more honourable than the fear of detec- 
tion, he may learn from Jerom the difference 
of the gymnaftic and dogmatic ftyles. Truth is 
the objeft of' the one, Viftory of the other; 
and the fame arts which would difgrace the 
fincerity of the teacher, ferve only to difplay 
the (kill of the difputant. After juftifying his 
own pradtice by that of the orators and philo* 
fophers, Jerom defends himfelf by the more 
refpe&able authority of Chriftian Apologifts. 
« c How many thoufand lines, fays he, have 
cc been compofed againft Celfus and Porphyry, 
< f by Origen, Methodius, Eufebius, Apollinaris? 
€C Confider with what arguments, with what 
" flippery problems, they elude the inventions 
<<■ of the Devil $ and how in their controverfy 

< € with 
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ff with the Gentiles, they are fometimes oblig- 
cc ed to fpeak, not what they really think, but 
" what is moft advantageous for the caufe they 
<c defend." cc Origenes, &c. multis vetfuum 
"^millibus fcribunt adverfus Cclfum et Por- 
<c phyrium. Confiderate quibus arguments et 
<c quam lubricis problematibus diaboli fpiritu 
" contexta fubvertunt: et quia interdum co- 
c< guntur loqui, non quod fentiunt, fed quod 
<c necefle eft dicunt adverfus ea quse dicunt 
Gentiles." (Pro Libris adverf. Jovinian. 
Apolog. Tom. ii. p. 135.) 

Yet Dr. Chelfum may ftill afk, and he has 
a right to aflc, why in this particular inftance I 
fufpeft the pious Origen of mutilating the ob- 
jections of his adverfary. From a very obvi- 
ous, and, in my opinion, a very decifive, cir- 
cumftance. Celfus was a Greek philofopher, 
the friend of Lucian and I thought that, al- 
though he might fupport error by fophiftry, he 
would not write nonfenfe in his own language. 
I renounce my fufpicion, if the moft attentive 
reader is able to underftand the defign and pur- 
port of a paffage which is given as a formal 
quotation from Celfus, and which begins with 
the following words : Ou *$t exewo miktov 0-3 
XiyovTos, w?, &c. (Origen contr. Celfum, 1. viii. 
p. 425. edit. Spencer, Cantab. 1677.) I have 
carefully infpefted the original, I have availed 
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myfelf of the learning of Spencer, and even 
Bouhereau (for I fhall always difclaim the ab- 
furd and affetted pedantry of ufing without 
fcruple a Latin verfion, but of defpifing the 
aid of a French tranflation), and the ill fuccefs 
of my efforts has countenanced the fufpicion to 
which I ftill adhere, with a juft mixture of 
doubt and hefitation* Origen very boldly de- 
nies, that any of the Chriftians have affirmed 
what is imputed to them by Celfus, in this un- 
intelligible quotation and it may eafily be cre- 
dited, that none had maintained what none 
can comprehend. Dr. Chelfum has produced 
the words of Origen ; but on this occafiort 
there is a ftrange ambiguity in the language of 
the modern Divine as if he wiftied to infinu- 
ate what he dared not affirm j and every reader 
muft conclude, from his ftate of the queftion, 
that Origen exprefsly denied the truth of the 
aaufation of Celfus, who had accufed the Chri- 
ftians of declining to aflift their fellow-fubje&s 
in the military defence of the empire, aflailed 
on every fide by the arms of the Barbarians. 

Will Dr. Chelfum juftify to the world, can 
he juftify to his own feelings, the abufe which 
he has made even of the privileges of the Gym- 
naftic ftyle ? Carelefs and hafty indeed muffc 

1 Chelfum, p. i i8# 
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have been his perufal of Origen, if- he did not 
perceive that the ancient Apologift, who makes 
a ftand on fome incidental queftion, admits 
the accufatiop of hi$ adverfary, that the Chri* 
ftians rtfufed to bear arms even at the com- 
mand pf their foverejgn, " **< ? <ryf/>*Tfv*f*c(l<* 
/aw wry, *op «r«yti." (OrigSJb L viii. p. 417.) 
IJe/ewie^vovir? to palliate thU uqdutiful refu- 
fal', by rcprcfenting that the Qhriftiaps ha4 
their peculiar camps, in which theyjneeffantly 
combated for the fafety of the emperor and 
the empire, by lifting up their right hands— in 
prayer. The Apologift feems to hope that hi* 
country will be fatisfied with this fpiritual aid, 
and dexteroufly cpnfpunding the colleges of 
Rpman priefts with the multitudes whiqh fwelte4 
the Catholic Church, he claims for his bre* 
thren, in all the provinces, the exemption 
from military fervice, which was enjoyed by 
the facerdotal order. But as this excufe might 
not readily be allowed, Origen looks forwards 
with a lively faith to tfiat aufpicioys Rcvphj-. 
tion, which Celfus had rejected as imppifible> 
when all th^ nations of the habitable earth, re-» 
npuncing their paflions and their arms, Ihould 
embrace the pure doftrines of the GofpeJ# and 
lead a life of peace and innocence under the 
immediate protection of Heaven, The faith 
of Origen feems to be principally founded on 

a the 
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the predicti6ns of the Prophet Zephaniah (See 
iii. 9> 10.) i and he prudently obferves, that 
the Prophets often fpeak fecret things (« 
airotfiru Xcyao-i, p. 426.), which may be under- 
ftood by thofe who can tinderftand them ; and 
that if this ftupendous change cannot be ef- 
fe&ed while we retain our bodies, it may be 
accomplifhed as foon as we (hall be releafed 
from them. Such is the reafoning of Origen : 
though I have not followed the order, I have 
faithfully preferved the fubftance, of it j which 
fully juftifies the truth and propriety of my 
obfervations. 

The execution of Marcellus, the Centurion, 
is naturally connefted with the Apology of 
Origen, as the former declared by his aftions, 
-What the latter had affirmed in his writings, 
Aat the confeience of a devout Chriftiah would 
hot allow him to bear arms, even at the com- 
mand of his Sovereign. I had reprefented this 
religious fcruple as one of the motives which 
provoked Marcellus, on the day of a public 
feftival, to throw away the enfigns of his of- 
fice > and I prefumed to obferve, that fuch 
an aft of defertion would have been punifhed 
in any government according to martial or 
f ven civil law. Dr. Chelfum 2 very bluntly 

i 

* Chelfum, p. 114—117. 
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.*ccufes me of mifreprefenting the ftory, and of 
iuppreffing thofe circumftances which would 
have defended the Centurion from the unjuft 
imputation thrown by me upon his condudt. 
The difpute between the Advocate for Mar- 
cellus and myfelf, lies in a very narrow com- 
pafs ; as the whole evidence is comprifed in -a 
fhort* fimple, and, I believe, authentic nar- 
rative. 

i. In another place I obferved, and evefii y 
prefled the obfervation, " that the innume- 
<c rable Deities and rites of Polytheifm were 
** clofely interwoven with every circumftance 
cc of bufinefsor plcafure, of public or of private 
* c life; and I had particularly fpecified how 
much the Roman difcipline was connedbed with 
the national fuperftition. A folemn oath erf* 
fidelity was repeated every year in the name of 
the Gods and of the genius of the Emperor, 
public and daily facrifices were pe* formed at the 
Jiead of the camp, the legionary was continually 
tempted, or rather compelled, tojoinin the ido* 
latrous worfhip of his fellow^foldiers, and had 
not any fcruples been entertained of the law^ 
folnefs of war ? it is not eafy to underftand how 
any ferious Chriftian could inlift under a ban- 
ner which has been juftly termed the rival of 
tie Crofs. « c Vexilla aemula Chrifti." (Ter* 
tullian de Corona Mrlitis, c. xi.) With rejgard 
%o the foldiers., who before their converlion 
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were already engaged in the military life, fear, 
habir, ignorance, neceflity might bend them to 
fome ads of occafional conformity ; and as 
long as they abftained from abfolute and in- 
tentional idolatry, their behaviour was excufed 
by the indulgent, and cenfured by the more 
rigid cafuifts. (See the whole Treatife Qe Car 
fona Mititis.) We are igaorant of the adven- 
tures and chara&er of the Centurion Marcellus, 
how long he had conciliated the prpfefiioa of 
^rms and of the Gofpel, whether he was only a 
Catechumen, or whether he was initiated by 
the Sacrament of Baptifm. We are likewift at 
z, lofs to afcertain the particular a& of idolatry 
^which fo fuddenly and fo forcibly proyojeed his 
pious indignation. As he declared hi§ faith ifl 
the midft of a public entertainment given on 
the birth-day of Galerius, he myft h#ye been 
Warded by fome of the facred an4 cpnyiyjal 
rites (Conyiyia ifta profana repytans) of 
Players, or vows, or libations, or, perhaps, by 
the offenfiye circumftance of eating the meats 
iKhich had fegen offered to the idols. But the 
fcruples of Marcellu^ were not confined ta t 
thsfe 3eqi$£Q$al impieties; they evidently 
reached the effej)tial dyties of his profe^ion * 
wd wheat \>j$otc the tribunal of die ipagi- 
ftrate), he 3FQW£c} his faith at the haz^rfi of 
J^life,' tfcp Ce^ituiripn declared, as coq\ 
lutd dfterminfi4 p£jfuafiqfl} that it does no£ 
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BWoftte a Chriftian man, who is the foldier of 
the Lord Chrift, to bear arms for any objedt 
6f earthly concern. cc Non enirh decebat* 
u Chriftianum hominem moleftiis fecularibus* 
€t militare, qui Chrifto Domino militat." A 
formal declaration, which clearly difengages 
from each other the different queftions of war 
ind idolatry. With regard to both theft* 
queftions, as they were underftood by the pri- 
mitive Chriftians, I wifti to refer the Reader 
to the fentiments and authorities of Mr. Moyle, 
a bold and ingenious critic, who read the Fa- 
thers as their judge, and not as their flacve, 
and who has refuted, with the moft patient 
candour, all that learned prejudice could fug- 
geft in favour of the filly ftory of the Thunder- 
ing Legion. (See Moyle's Works, Vol. ii: 
p. 84 — 88. in — 116. 163—212. 298 — 302.. 
327 — 341.) And here let me add, that the 
paflage of Origen, who in the name of his bre- 
thren difclaims the duty of military fervice, is 
underftood by Mr. Moyle in its true and ob- 
vious fignification. 

t. I know riot where Dr. Chelfum has im- 
bibed the principles of logic or morality which 
teach him to approve the conduct of Marcel- 
lus, who threw down his rod, his belt, and 
Kis arms, at the head of the legion, and ptib- 
licly renounced the military fervice, at the very 
time when he found himfelf obliged to offer fa- 

R 2 crifice. 
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crificc.. Yet Purely this is a very falfe notioiv 
of the condition and duties of a Roman Cen- 
turion. Marcellirs was bound, by a folemnu 
oath, to ferve with fidelity till he fhould be. 
regularly difcharged - y and according to the 
fentiments which Dr. Chelfum afcribes to him* 
he was not releafed from his oath by any mif- 
taken opiaian of the unlawfulnefs of war. I 
would propofe it as a eafe of confcienee to any 
philolbpher, ©r even to any cafuift in Europe* 
Whether a paiticular order* which cannot 
be reconciled with virtue or piety, difiblves the 
ties of a general and lawful obligation ? And 
whether* if they had been confulted by the 
Chriftian Centurion, they would not have di- 
rected him to increafe his diligence in the execu- 
tion of his.military fundtions, to refuje to yield to 
any a£t of idolatry, and patiently to expe£t the « 
confequences of fuch a refufal ? But, inftead of 
obeying the mild and moderate dictates of re- 
ligion, inftead of diftinguilhing between, the 
duties of the foldier and of the Chriftian* Mar- 
cellus, with imprudent zeal, ruftied forwards 
xo feize the crown of martyrdom. He might 
have privately confefled himfelf guilty to the 
tribune or prsefeft under whom he ferved : he 
chofe on the day of a public feftival to difturb 
.the order of the camp. He infulted without 
neceflity the religion of his Sovereign and of 
-his country* by the epithets of contempt which 
4 he 
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he beftowed on the Roman Gods. « Deo* 
" veftros hgneos et lapideos adorare.contemno 
" ejus funt idola furda et muta." Nay more" 
at the head I of the legion, and in the face of 
the ftandards, the Centurion Marcellus openly 
renounced his allegiance to the Emperors. « Ex 
hoc mihtare Imperator ib us vestris de 
« fifto." From this moment I no longer ferve 
your Emperors, are the important words of 
Marcellus, which his advocate has not thought 
proper to tranflate. I again make my appeal 
to any lawyer, to any-military man, Whether, 

has not a feditious, and even treafonable, im- 
port? And whether the officer who mould t 
make this declaration, and at the fame time 
throw away his fword at the head of the refri 
ment would not be condemned for mutiny 
and delation by any court-martial in Europe ? 
I am the rather difpofed to judge favourably of 
the condud of the Roman government, as I 
cannot difcover any defire to take advantage 
of the indifcretion of Marcellus. The Com" 
mander of the Legion feemed to lament that 
it was norm his power to dhTemble this rafh 
*5hon After a delay of more than three 
months, the Centurion was examined before 
he Vice -pr*fea his fuperior Judge, who offer! 
ed him the faireft opportunities of -explain 
*r qualifying his feditious expreffionsT and at 
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teff condemned him to lofe his head; not Am- 
ply becatife he was: a Chriftian, but becauie he 
Had violated his military oath, thrown aWay 
his belt, and : publicly blafphemed the Gods 
atad the Emperors. Perhaps the impartial 
reader will confirm the fentence of the "Vice- 
Prafcfeft Agricolanus, c < Ita fe habent fafta 
cc Marcelli, Ut hsec difciplind debeant vindi-. 
■« cari." 

Notwithftanding the plaineft evidence, t)r. 
Chelfum will not believe that either Origert iw 
Theory, or' Marcellus in Practice, could feri- 
oufly objeft to the life of arms j cc Secaufe it is 
« c well known, that, far from declining the bu- 
ff finefs of war altogether, whole legions of 
cc Chriftians fervedin the Imperial armies V y 
I have not yet difcovered, in the Author or 
Authors of the Remarks, many traces • of a 
clear and enlightened uttderftanding, yet I can- 
not fuppofe them fo deftitute of every reafoning 
principle, as to imagine that they here allude 
to the conduct of the Chriftians who embraced 
the profefluMv of armsr* after their religion had 
obtained a jmbKc eftablifliment. Whole legi- 
ons of Chfil|ians ferved under the banners of 
Conftantine and Juftinian, as wiloleregifrients 
of Ghriftians are now inliftcd in the fervfee 6f 
France or England? The*e£rcfeiitatfoa;whid* 

1 Cfidfum, p. 113. 
' I had 
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I had given, wis confined to the principles and 
practice of die Church of which Origin and 
Marcellus were members, hefore the fenfe of 
pujblic and private intereft had reduced the 
lofty ftancjard of Evangelical perfe&ion to the 
ordinary level of human nature. Jn thofe pri- 
mitive times, where are the Chriftian legions 
that ferved in the Imperial armies ? Our Ec- 
clefiaftical Pompeys may ft^mp with their foot, 
but no armed men will arife out of the earth, 
except the ghofts of the Thundering and the 
Thebasan legions; the former renowned for a 
Miracle, and the latter for a Martyrdom. 
Either the two Proteftant Doftors muft acqui- 
efce under fome imputations which are better 
undcrftood than expreffed, or they muft pre- 
pare, in the full light and freedom of the eigh- 
teenth century, to undertake the defence of 
{woobfolete legends, the leaft abfurd of which 
ftaggered the wdUdifcipKned credulity of a 
Fiancifcan Friar. (See Pagi Critic, ad AnnaL 
Baronii, A. D. 174. torn. i. p. 168.) Very 
different was. ; tfee lpir^t and tafte of thp learne4 
and ingenuous Dr. Jortin, who, after treating 
the filly ftpry of t^ie Thundering Legion with 
the fcontertipt it dcferved, continues in the fol- 
lowing w&ds: cc Moyle wilhes no greater 
" penance to the believers of the Thundering 
Legion, than that they may alfo believe 
S€ the Martyrdom qf the Thebaean Legion. 

« (Moyle** 
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*< (Moyle's Works, vol. ii. p. 103): to which 
" good wifh, I fay with Le Clerc (Bibliothecpe 
" A. et-M.'tom. xxvii. p. 193) Amen. 

" Qui Bavium non odit, amet tijacarmina* MaevL" 

(Jortin's Remarks on Ecclefiaftical Hiftory, 
vol. i. p. 367. 2d edition. London, 1767.) 

Yet I fliafl not attempt to conceal a formi- 
dable army of Chriftians and even of Martyrs^ 
which i§ ready to inlift under the banners of the 
confederate Do&ors, if they will accept their 
fervice. As a fpecimen of the extravagant 
legends of the middle age, I h^d produced the 
inftance of ten thoufand Chrifti^n foldier$ fup-r 
pofed to have been crucified on Mount Ararat^ 
by the order either of Trajan or Hadrian \ 
For the mention and for the confutation of this 
ftory, I had appealed £q> p, Papift and a ^ro- 
teftant, to the learned Tillerpont (Mem. pc^ 
clefiaft. torn, ii. part ii. p. 438), and to the 
diligent Geddes (Mifcellanies, vol. ii. p. 203)^ 
and when Tillemont was not afraid to fay that 
fhere are few hiftories >vhick appear more far 
bulous, I was not afhamed of difmiflin^ the Fa- 
ble with filent contempt, We'may trsuje the de- 
grees of fi&Ion as well as thofe of credibility, and 
the impartial Critic will not pjace on the fame 
level the baptifm of Philip an$ the donation qC 
Conftantine. But in confidcring the Crucifix^ 
1 Gibbon, p. 654. Note,74. 
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ion of the ten thoufand Chriftian foldiers, we 
are not reduced to the neceffity of weighing 
any internal probabilities, or of difproving any 
external tJeftimonies. This legend, the ab~ 
fiif&ty of which mttft ftrike every rational mind, 
ftands naked and unfupported by the authority 
of any writer who lived within a jdioufand yeaft 
of the age of Trajan, and has not been able to 
obtain die poor fan&ion of the uncorrupted 
Martyrologies which were framed in the moft 
credulous period of Eeclefiaftical Hiftory. 
The two Proteftant Doftors will probably re- 
jeft the unfubftantial prefent which has been 
offered them* yet there is one of my adverfa-* 
ries, the anonymtus Gentleman, who boldly de- 
clares hiipfelf the votary of the ten thoufancf 
Martyrs, and challenges me " to difcredit a 
w Fact whitfk hkherta by many has been 
u looked upon ai well eftablilhcd *" It is 
pity that a prudent confeffor did not whifpef 
in his e£r, that, although the martyrdom of 
$efe miliary Saints* like that of the eleven' 
VirgfeS* may contribute to theredifi+ 
of ghe j&ithfijl, thefe wonderful rale* 
Should not b^ isflily cxpofod to .the jealous* 
and tnqyifwve eyf of thofe pro&oe Critics, 
witqfe exacninatiflfii j&mys precedes, and f^me* 
times checks, their Religious Aflent, 

•J^oihwIu, }. €|, 66, 6p 
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Or aa ac» : A grave and pathetic complaint is introduced 
1"dit° Dr; CfacSuai, into his :preface that Mr. 
£xcs U$B * Gibbon^ yrhoteus often referred to the Father* 
9f the Church;- feems ta hare entertained ^ ge- 
neral diftnjft x>f thofe refpe&able witriefles* 
TM - Crifk- .fe fcahdaiizfcd^ at the epithets of 
feanty and ^fuffkiouu whioh are applied; to the ' 
ipaterials of Etcl^iaf&c&Hiftoryj 'amir if -he 
cannot ip>peach tl^p truth 'ofvtho former, , he 
cenfures, in: the mpft/frgry t#ms the. ugiijtfkce 
of , the latter^; He affirmed with peculiar 
zeal, the defence of Euf^bius, the venerable 
garentof £cdefiaftical Jliftpry^ and.labdyrst to 
refcue .hisj charter from $h§grofs mifrepreferi- 
Wion , pa which Mr. Gibbon £as opefily * in- 
^obferves,,, if, he fagacioufljr, 
fprefew the v ^je<5tion y ^<^fe^ jt vill not be 
c 5 fj^fficient here to all$g$ ^few.inftanfces of 
<s apparent credulity, feme 6f the Fathers, 
* in order -t$ fi£ a general xharge of fujpuion 
€ l on a&r" >Bi*t it be fufficicnt to allege 
a$te*r knd,fundamental principle of-hiftoricfcl 
as well 'as 4egal Criticifm, that whenever 
are ;deftitute-of the means of ddmj&ring -th£ 
teftimonics of the clppofice parties, the evidence 
of <ugr; witnefs, 1 however illiiftfious by h\i T&Trk 

9 P. ii, iii. 

1 Chclfum and Randolph, j>. 2*9~»S3& 
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ah& 6tlxSy ris juftly to !be fufptftidlti his owif 
cairfe: t it isiunforkuhate enough that I flurolch 
bcieftgaged: wrthiad^eTfarieV : whom: their ha-^ 
bits of ftnidy andi .coh«r{ation appear tcr have 
left in total ignbfaMidc of the principles which 
univerfelly regulate tie opuiiojis: and. prafticc 
df Mfeadkind. ;r // . .V - ei^r."^.; ! V 
As -the ahcrerft world wass not tfiftrafited by 
tfce^ftferc^nconfli^s afchoftite fe&s, the free atid 
eloquent- writers of drfeece ^nd-Rome- had 
few q^pormftities 6f ; in&ulging thfcte^affions, 
or of exercifing -their impartiality in "dve rek-i 
tion of religioui events. Since origin of 
Theological fa&ioas j TomeHiftorians, - Am- 
mianiis Marcellh^, s;!Fra~Faoio/i~ Xhuaraps/ 
Hume* and perhaps! a few /jotHers^ liave de-> 
fervid the %gular praife of holding the ba- 
lat^e-with a fteady and equal hand. Ind£- 
•p^ndeht and unconne&ed, they contemplated 
with fame in^ijP^nce,, the epinigns and 
interns of the contending parties j or, \if they 
yi&es fefiotifly attached to a particular fyftem, 
thfcy ^W6re^ anped ymh a firm and moderate 
temper* which enabled them .tor fbpprefs their 
^tfFe&ioni, and tfrfaerifice their refcntments* 
In thisifmalli but venerable Synod , of Hifto- 
rians, ; Eufebius cannot, claim a featj I had 
aknowledjged* and I ftill think, , that hjis cha-> 
rafter was Ids tinftured with credulity than 
$hat of imoftof his contemporaries j but as his 
S 2 ' enemies 
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enemiei rrtOft admit!, that life was lipcdffe afad 
eafoeft iB the profeflion of Chiiftianky, & the 
warmeft of his admirers, or. at leaft of his 
readers, rauft difcern, and will probably ap- 
plaud, the religious teat which difgraces or 
adorns every page of his Ecclcfiaftical Hiftory. 
This laborious and ufeful work was publiihed 
at a time, between the defeat of JLicinius and 
Ihe Council of Nice, when the refentment 06 
the Chriflaans was ftill warm, and when th^ 
pagans aftotttfhed aftd diffftayed by thd 
retentj¥$#efy and conveffipn &f the great Con-* 
ftantine. , The materials, I ftalldare tp repeat 
the invidious epithets of fcanty and fufpiciouv 
ycce extta&cd frbm the accounts which the 
Chriftiani themfelves had given of their cwH 
fofiferirtgs, and bf the cruelty of their enemies* 
The Pagans had fo lohg and fo contemptuous? 
&e$e$ted the rifing greatnefs of the Church, * 
that the Bi&op of Caelarea had little either to 
hope or to fear from the writers of thfe ©ppofite, 
party i alaioft all of that tittle whidvdid enft* 
- has been accidentally loft, or purpofeiy de* 
firoyed; and the candid enqtiirtr l»ay< vainly 
wiih to compare with the Hiftory of Eufebius, 
Ibme Heathen narrative «f th? periecut^ons of ' 
pecius and Piocfctian. Under thefe circum* 
ftafcees, it is the dut^ of an impartial judge ;q 
be counfelfor.th* prifoner, who is incapable of 
miking afry defence for himfclfr and it is th* 
* ' firft 
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fr ft office df a counfel to fcxaminfc with diltruffi 
and fufpition* the intferefted evidence of the ac* 
gufer. Re$fon juftifies the fulj^icioh, and; it is 
confirmed by the cttfiftant experience of madfen* 
Hiftoryy in fclmOft every inftance where w& 
hate aq opportunity of comparing the mutual 
cbmplaints and apologies df the religious fac- 
tionsy who have difturbed each other's happi- 
nfcfe in thU 1rorte> for the JkJte of fecttiiflg it 
* jn the next* 

As we are deprived of the m&tfis of contrail^ 
Ingthe adverft relations fhe GhHftiiins aikl 
.Pagans; it is the more incumbent oft lis w 
improve the opportunities of trying die natra^ 
tives of Eufebius, by the original, and fame* 
times occafional* teftimontcs of the more ancient 
writers of hi* own party. Dr» Chelfunv* ha* 
ebftrved, that, the celebrated paffage of Orw 
geh, Which has fo much thinned the ranks of 
the army of Martyrs* miift be confined to thd 
^erfecutions that had already happened. I 
cannot difpute this fagacious remark, but I 
flaall venture t6 add, that this paflage more 
immediately relates to the religious tempeft* 
which had been excited in the time and coun* 
try of Origeh ; and ftill more particularly to 
the city of Alexandria, and to the perfect! tiobr 
of Severus, in which young Origealiiccefsfultf 
exhorted his fatiier* to facrifice his life md 
• Oibbciiv p. 653. Chelfom, p» £04—207. 

' fortune 
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fortune for the xatrfe t)f Chrift. "From fiicfft 
unqueftionatole ervidencfc, * I' am^ authorifed * to- 
conclude, th^t^fe number of holy vi&ims who* 
fealed their faithiwith their bloody was not/ orr 
this occafion, very xonliderablej-iut L cannot 
feconcile this* fair xonclufion with ><the pofitive 
declaration of Eufebius' (L vi. 2. p, 258) 
that at Alexandria,, ih the peufecutionof Seve-c 
igus*.an innumerable, ntjleaft ?n indefinite muk 
titude (fAVfioi) of Chriftians were honoured with* 
tlj^cfowp of t M^rityr{i6ni/ /The advocates, for 
&fcbiu$jmatyiexdrt 7tiieir critical ;fkilHn proy^' 
ieg *ha£ w jfct>p0i' and* px*yw jwa/iy aiid few % areJ 
fyoonym6us, and* Convertible tcrms, : = but they I 
wiftfaa&Hy ^cceed dn diminifhirtg fo pklpable 
3::contradi£tk)n* or in removing the fufpiciof* 
which d^epljT;fvce$ kfelf/ on the hiftorical cha~ 
T$8&fp£ iheTBi/hfop of Casfarea.,: This unfor- 
tunate -experiment ! taught me to Tead, with 
bricomihg 'caution, ftheloofe ^aiid declamatory- 
ftyle. which fums'txa magnify thb multitude o€ 
Martyrs vand GonfefTocs,iland^to Aggravate the 
nature of their ' fiifferiTigi, Ftfom the fames: 
motives I felled, jwitk. careful qbfervatbn^ 
the -radre' certain -accoirtftojof the ~> number 6f 
psrfohs who anally! ftifHir£d death* ih the pro-c 
yisiceof Paleftinei during theavhble iight yearn 
of Ithe; laft and mott rigorous p'erfecurion. > 
fcrBeftdtfs the reafonable grounds 6? ; fufpioicin,- 
which luggeft,thaT>felves to every lifeeraLmind, 
,; 4 againft 
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agadnft the credibility of . the Ecclefiaftical 
Hiftoriaps, and of Eufebius, their venerable 
leader, I had taken notice of two very remark-* 
able, paflages of the Bifhop of Caefarea. He 
frankly, or at leaft indirectly, declares, that in 
treating; of the laft perfection, ^ he has re- 
fc lated whatever might redound to the glory, 
<f and fupprefled all thzt could tend to the 
" difgrace, of Religion 3/' Dr. Chelfum, who, 
on , this occafioh, molt lamentably exclaims 
that we (hould hfcar Eufebius, before we utter- 
Jy condemn him, has provided, with the aflift- 
ance of his worthy colleague, an elaborate 
defence for their common patron ; and as if he 
were fecretly confeious of the weaknefs of the 
caufe, he has contrived the resource of in- 
trenching himfelf in a very muddy foil, behind' 
three feveral fortifications, which cfo not ex- 
a£lly fuppoft each other. The advocate for 
the fincerity of Eufebius maintains: ift, Thajt 
He never made fuch a declaration : ndly, That 
he had a right to make it: and, 3dly, That 
Jie did not obferve it. Thefe feparate and* 
alm&t inconfiftent apologies, I fhall feparately 
confider. 

i. Dr. Chelfum is at a lofs how to recon- 
cile,—^! beg pardon for weakening the force 
of his dogmatic ftyle; he declares, that « It is 
" plainly impoffible to reponqile the cxprefs 

3 Gibbon, p. 699. 
— T ;: - " words 



Digitized by 



H words of the charge exhibited, with any 
•* part of either of the paflages appealed to in 
** fupport of it*.** If he means, as I think 
he mufr, that the expnfs wsrds of my text can- 
not be fQund in that of Eufebius, I congratu- 
late the importance of the difcoVery. But was 
it poffible ? Could it be my deftgn to quote the 
words of Eufebius, when I reduced into one 
fentence the fpirk and fubftance of two diffufe 
and diftinft paflages ? If I have given the 
true fenfe and meaning of the Ecclefiaftical 
Hiftorian, I katfe difchargcd the duties of a 
fair Interpreter; nor lhall I refufe to reft the 
proof of my fidtHjy on the tranflation of thofe. 
two paflages of Eufebius, which Dr. Chetfurn 
produces in his favour " But it is not our 
** part to 4efci4be the &4 calamities which at 
cc Uft bddthxm (the Ghr$fans)> fince it does 
* c not agree with our plan to relate their dif- 
<c fention$ and wickednds before the perfecu- 
€€ tion$ on w^kfh account wie have determined 
cc to relate nothing more concsnwi^ fh^vgi than 

may ferve to juftify the Divine Judgments 
€C We therefore have not been inc^Sd tQ 
cc make mention either of thofe who were 
cc tempted in the perfecuttoni or of tbofe who 

made utter fhigwreck of their Ovation, ?nd 
u who were funk of their own accord in thr 

* ChcMtim, p; 232. * £.2*8/231. 
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* u depths of the ftorm; but fliaU only add 
tr thofe things to our General Hiftory, which 
* f may in the firft place be profitable to our- 
cc ffelvesi and afterwards to pdfterity." In the 
other pafiage; Eufebitfs, after mentioning the 
diflentions of the Gonfeffors among themfelvesj 
again declares that k is his intention to pals 
over all thefe things. " Whatfoever things* 
.".(continues the Hiftorian, in the words of 
fC the Apoftle, who was recommending the 
cc pra&ice of virtue) whatfoever things are 
f< honeft, whatfoever things are of good re- 
{c port, if there be any virtue, and if there be 
cc any praife; thefe things Bufebius thinks ; 
<c moft fuitable to a Hiftory of Martyrs " of 
wonderful Martyrs, is the fplendid epithet which 
Dn Chelfum had' not thought proper to tranf- 
late. I fhould betr&y a very mean opinion of 
the judgment and candouf of my readers, if I 
added a fingle refle&ioh on the cleaf and ob- 
viouS tendency of the two parages* of the Ec-* 
tlefiaftical Hiftoriam I fhall only obferve* 
that the Bifhop of Gsefafea feerfis to have claim- 
ed a privilege of a ftill more dangefotfs and 
exterifive nature'* In one of the moft learned 
and elaborate works that antiquity has left us, 
the Thirty-fecond Chapter of the Twelfth Book 
of his Evangelical- Preparation bears for its titld 
this fcandalous fcfdpofition, " Mow it :maf be 
tc lawful and fitting to ufe falfehood as a me- 
-r. ; - T . . « dicing-' 
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i* dicine, and for the benefit of thbfe who wanr 
" to be deceived," Or* <fttir*i trori t« \J/«/ft* 
cam f sw/xaxh j^fTj«*3*ai f7ri ufeXiito rtov Stofxtwv rz 

(P. 356> Edit* Graee. Rob. Stt* 
phani, Paris 1544.) In this chapter he al- 
leges a paflage of Plato, which approves the 
occafional pradtieeof pious and falutary frauds; 
- nojr is Eufebius afhamed to juftify the feati- 
ments bf the Athenian philoffepher by the ex- 
ample of the fecred writers of the Old Tcfta- 
mcnt. 

a. I had contented mryfclf with obferving* 
that Eufebius had violated one of the funda- 
1 mental laws of hiftory, Nt quid veri Mcere nm 
audeaty nor could I/imagine, if the fa3 was 
allowed, that any queftion could pofiibly arife 
Upon the matter of right. I was indeed mis- 
taken; and I now begin to underftand why I 
have given fo Iktle fatisfaction to Dr. Chelfum* 
and to other critics of the fame complexion, as 
our ideas of the. duties and the privileges of an 
hiftorian appear to be fo widely different. It 
is alleged, : that "every writer has a right to 
<c chufe his fobjed, for the particular benefit 
" of his readers that he has explained his own 
" plan confidently* that he confiders himfelf r 
" according to it, not as a Complete hiftorian 
(t of the times, but rather as a didaSic writer* 
<€ whofe main objevt is to make his work, like 
i< the ?cr^turjas^themfeives, profitablb *ok 
. ^ " Doctrine 
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*f Doctrine i that, as he treats only of the a$- 
fairs of the Church, the plan is at leaft ex- 
* f cufable, perhaps peculiarly proper; and that 
*< he has conformed himfelf to the principal 
duty of an hiftoriari, while, according to his 
€ * immediate defign, he has not particularly 
49 related any of the tranfadtions which could 
« tend to the difgfttee of religion 6 /' The 
hiftorian muft indeed be generous, who will 
conceal, by his own difgrace, that of his coun- 
try, or of his religion. Whatever fubjeft he 
lias chofeni whatever perfons he introduces, he 
owes to himfelf, to the prefent age, and to 
pofterity, k juft and perfect delineation of all \ 
that may t>e praifed,of all that may be ex- ' 
cufed, and of all that muft be cenfured. If he 
fails in the difcharge of his important office, he / 
partially violates the facred obligations of truth, j 
and difap^oints his readers of xht tfcftru&ioh 
^rhich they might have derived from a fair 
<parallelof the vices and virtues of the moft il- 
luftrious charters. Herodotus, might range 
without controul in the fpacious walks of the 
Greek and Barbaric domain, and Thucydides 
might confine his fteps to the narrow path of 
the Peloponhefian war; but thofe hiftorians 
would never have deferved the efteem of pofte- 
fity, if they had defignedly fuppreffed or tran- 

* Chclftm, p. 2*9, 230, 231. 

T 2 fiently 
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fiently mentioned thofe fa<3s which could "Send 
to the difgrace of Greece or of Athens. . Thefe 
unalterable dictates of confcience and reafon 
have been felJm queftioned, though they have 
i*en feldom obferved ; and we mull fincerely 
join in the honeft complaint of Melchior Car 
nus, " that the lives of tb$ philofophers have 
<c been compofed by Laectips, and thofe of 
" the Casfars by Suetonius^ witji ,a, : much 
< c ftricter and more fevere regard for hiftoric 
<c truth, than can be.fouQd,in- {he lives of 
" faints and martyrs, as th$y : are defcribed by 
fC Catholiq, ^iteris." . (S$e Loci Qoijimunes, 
1. xi. p. 650, apud Qlericum, Epiftgl. Critic, 
p. 136.) - And yet the partial reprefentafiqn.of 
truth is of far more pernicious cqp^quenpGj.iji 
ecclefiaftical, than in civil, hiftory.> ^f Laertius 
t had conceal e4>the defects of Plato,i pr,[if f&ue> 
tonius had dHguifed the vices of A^gufti^s/^e 
lhould i^ave been deprived of the/Jcr^^kdge 
of fqme ciirious, and perhaps, uiftru£tiv^:faf3;^ 
and our idea of thofe celebrated tomrMifffa 
Jiave been more favourableahan they>defo;t#d j 
Aut I cannot !;difcover any pra&icsl ins&nyes- 
' niencies which could have <been the seftf It qf 
our ignorance. But if Eufebius had fairly anfl 
circumftantially related the fcarid#lou.s jdijQTen- 
tions of, the Confeflbrsj if jje h^d )fte^n c th%t 
their virtues- were tinftured with pride and 
pbftihacy, and that their lively ftith was not 
3 exempt 
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exempt ^on^fome mixture oi£*;entfcufiafm ; he 
would, have. .atoned his readers .'againfl: themV 
ceffive veneration rfor thofcohbly men, ; which 
imperceptibly: degenerated- into r&igious war- 
ftiip. The fuccefs of thefe didaSic hiftofter/ 
by concealing or pallia|yig every ^fCumftance 
of human infirmity, was ofte of<; the moft dH* 
carious meaps of cqinfectating fbe f memory, thg 
bones, and the. writings of thef&ipt&of theprg> 
vailing party $ and a .great jpafft pf the erfpjns 
and corruptions of the Chw>ch o$ Borne may 
fairly be afcrihedtp this- criminal: dMfinroltfioa 
of the ecclefiaftical hiftorians. ; As^a Prftteftaoi: 
Pi vine, Pr > Chelfum ; muft abhor thefe cot rufH 
fciofisj b;Ut as a Chriftian, he Ihoijldfe^ ^cafefy 
left his apology fori the prudent chfttfs qf Eqfer 
bius (hopld fix an indire<9: c$p(\&p - t o$ Ttl^e un^ 
jeferved fi^erky QfitbjErrfQUC Ea^a^elift5. In>- 
ftcad t>f confinittg-thfeir narrative to flioft things 
•which are virtuous anrd.pf good report, infteacpof 
ibiiowihg the plan which fa here, recommended 
& peculiarly proper for the affairs of the Churchy 
thfe hifpired: writer : have thought it their duty 
-to relate the moft minute circurnftances of the 
fail of St. Peter, without confidering whether 
the behaviour of an Apoftle, \?ho thHce de- 
nied his Divine Mafter, might redound to the 
ihonour, or to the difgrace, of Chriftianity.. If 
Pn Chelfum fhould be frightened by this un- 
expected confluence, if he Ihould be clefirous 

of 
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of faving his faith from utter Jbipwreck y by 
throwing over- board the ufelefs lumber of me* 
mory and rcfte&ion, I am not enougkhis ene*> 
my to impede thifuccefs of his honefl: endear 

VOUrs. w. \ - , _ .\ * . , 

:i - The dida&ic method of writing hiftory-was 
ftill more profitably exercifed by Eufebius in 
another work, wh&h he has intided, 1rhe Life of 
Conftan tine; his gracious patron and benefae* 
tor. Priefts and poefis have enjoyed in every 
*$ge a privilege of flattery $ but if the a£tionfc 
of Conftantine are compared with theperfeft 
idea of a royal faint, which, under his name, 
has been delineated by the zeal and gratitude 
of JEufebius, the lnoft indulgent reader 
confefs, that when I ftyled him a courtly Bi- 
jhop 7 , I could only be reftrained by my refpe& 
for the epifcopat charader from the ufe of a 
snuch harfher epithet*: :Thejathcr appellation 
of a pqffignaU declaim tr y which feerns to h*ve 
founded ftill more offirnfivein the tender ears 
p{ Dr. Ghelfum S was not applied by me to 
JEufebius, but to La&antiy*, or rather ft>:tfee 
author of the hiftorical declamation* Dt 
-tifas ftrfetutorm \ and indeed it is much more^ 
.pfoperiy adapted to the Rhetorician, than- to 
the JJifhop, Each of thofe authors was ilike 
jhidious of the glory of Conflamtine ; > but each 

^ J. Gibboo, p. 794. ^ • , Cfedfim* J>- *J4" : - 
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of them dy*c£b6d the torrent of his inve&im 
againft the tyrant, -whether Maxentitfs or Lici* 
rius, whofc recent defeat was the a&ual theme 
of popular and Christian applaufe* This fimple 
observation may; ferve to extinguilh a very 
trifling obje&ien 6f my critic, That Eufebiua 
has not reprefented the tyrant Maxentius under 
the character of aPerfecut#r. : . >•« 

Without feminizing th$ c^rifiderafions of 
intereft which might fijpport the integrity of 
Baronius and Tillemont, I may fairly obferve, 
that both thofe learned Catholics have ac- 
knowledged and condemned the diffimulation 
of Eufebius, which is partly denied, and partly 
juftified, by my adverfary. The honourable 
reflection of Baronius well deferves, to be ban* 
fcribed. " Haec (the paflages already quoted) 
€C de fuo in conferibenda perfecutionis hiftoria 
#c Eafebius parum cxplens numeros fui mu- 
<c neris i dum perinde ac Jfl panegyrim fcribe- 
cc ret non hiftoriam, triumphos dumtaxat mar- 
<c tyrum atque vi&orias, non autcm lapfus 
<c ja&uranaque fidelium pofteris fcripturse ma- 
<c numentis curaret." (Baron* Anns*L Eccle- 
fiaft v A. t>. 302, N° 11, See likewife Tille- 
mont, Mem. £cclef. torn. v» p. 6% f i$6* 
torn. vii. p. 130.) In, a former inftance* JDr, 
Chelfum appeared to be more credulous thaa 
a Monk : on the prefent occafion, he has fliewn 

; t - himfelf 
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himfclf lefs'finccre than a Cafdirial, and mote 
obftinate than a Jaofenlft. . 
. Yet the advocate for^Eufebius has ftill 
ahother expedient in referve. PeHiaps he mad€ 
the unfortunate declaration of his partial de- 
fign, perhaps he had a right to make it ; but 
at leaft his accufer mtaft admits that he has 
faved his honour by not keeping his word ; 
ifince I toyfelf have taken notice of f he cor- 
ruption of Manners and principles among 
the Chriftians, fo forcibly lamented by Eu- 
febius 9 . He has indeed indulged himfelf in a 
ftrain of loofe and indefinite cenfure, which may" 
generally be juft, and which cannot be per- 
fonally offenfive, which is alike incapable of* 
wounding or of corredting, as it-feems to have 
no fixed obje& or certain aim. Jtivenal might 
have read his fatire againft women in a circle 
of Roman ladies, and each of them might have 
liftened with pleafure to the amufirig defcrip- 
tion of the various vices and follies, frOrrt 
which fhe herfelf was fo perfeffly free. The 
itioralHt; the preacher, the ecclefiafticaliiifto- 
rian, etffpy a ftill more afriple latitude of in?- 
vedtiVeV and as long' as they 'abftain from* any 
pa&ictifcKcenftire', they may fe'cur'ely expofe* 
and even exaggerate, the fins Of the multitude. 

The precepts of Chriftiamty ieem to inculcate' 

• - \ % . - jp.- . . ' '• < 

; ' 9 Chelfum, p. 226, 227. 

aftyle 
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a ftykof mortification, of abatement, of ^elf- 
contempt ; and. the hypocrite who ,a,fpires to 
the reputation of a faint, Qften finds it conve- 
nient to kffe£t the language of a penitent. I 
fliould doubt whether Dr. Chelfum is much 
acquainted with the comedies of Moliere. If 
he has ever read that inimitable mafter of hu- 
man life, he may recollect whether Tartafffc- 
was very much inclined to confefs his real guilt, 
ifrhen he exclaimed, 

Oui, moh Frere, je fbis un mediant, un coupable; 
Un malheureux pecheur* tout pleih d'iniquite 1 ; 
Le plus grand fcelerat qui ait jamais ete. 
Chaque inftant de ma vie eft charge de fouillures, 
Elle n'eft qu'un amas de crimes et d'ordures. 

Oiti, mon'cher fils, Jarlez, traitez moi de perfidtf, , 
D'infame, de perdu, de voleur, d'homicide ; 
Accablez moi de noms encore plus deteftes : 
Je n'y contredis point, je les ai merites, 
Etj'en veuxa genoux fouffrir l'ignominie, 
Comme une honte due aux crinjes\de ma vie. 

It is not my intention to compare the dha- 
ra&er of Tartuffe with that of Eufebiusj the 
former pointed his inveftives againft himfelf, 
the latter diredted thcffn againft the. times hi 
■which he had lived : but as the prudent Bifhop 
Of Csefarea did not fpecify any place or perfoli 
for the obje& of his cenftife, he cannot juftly 
be accufed, even by his friends, of violating 
the profitable plan of his didattic hiftory . 

U The 
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Tht 'extreme caution of Eufebius, who de- 
clines any mention of thofe who were tempted 
and who fell during the perfecution/has coun- 
tenanced a fufpicion that he himfelf was one of 
thofe unhappy vi&ims, and that his tendernefs 
for* the wounded fame of his brethren arofe 
from a'juft apprehenfion of his own difgrace. 
v In one of my notes', I had obferved, that he 
was charged with the guilt of fome criminal 
compliances, in his own prefence, and in'the 
Council of Tyre* I am therefore accountable 
for the reality only, and not for the truth, of 
the acculation : but as the two Doftors, wfy> 
on this occafion unite their forces, are angry 
and clamorous in aflerting the innocence of the 
Ecclefiaftical HiftGriaflS I fhall advance one 
ftep farther, and fhall maintain, that the charge 
againft Eufebius, though not legally proved, 
is iupported by a reafonable lhare of pre- 
emptive evidence.' 

I have often wpndered why our orthodox 
. Divines fhppld be/o earneft and zealous in the 
defence of* Eufebius; whofe moral character 
caanot be preferved, unlefs by the facrifice of 
,a more illuftrious, and, as I really believe, of 
,a more innocent vi£tim. Either the Bifhop of 
Caefarea, on : a very important occafion, vio- 

1 Gibbon, p. 699, N. 178. 

* Chel Aim and Randolph, p. 236, 237, 238. - 
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lated th£ laws $f Chriftian chgrity: #id civil 
juftice, -or we mud fix a charge of <#lurnny, 
almofi: of forgery* on the head of the great 
Athaflaftvis* ; the ftandard-bearer of the flo- 
mooulian caufe, and tb# firmeft pillar of the 
Catholic faith- In the Council of Tyre, 
he was accufed of murdering, or at leaft of 
mvO^tijig, a Biftiop, whom he produced at 
Tyre alive and unhurt (Athanaf. torn. i. p. 
733. 786.) 5 and of facrilegioufly breaking 
a coi^lecrated -chalice, in a village where nei- 
ther church, nor altar, nor .chalice, could pof- 
fibly have exifted, (Athar>af. torn, i. p. 731^ 
732, 802.) Notwithftanding the cleareft proofs 
of . his, innocence, Athanafius was oppreffed by 
the Arian faftion ; and Eufebius of Csefarea, 
the venerable father of Ecciefiaftical hiftory^ 
condu&ed this iniquitous profecution from a 
motive of perfonal enmity. (AtKapaf..to'm. i. 
p. 728. 795. 797.) Four years afterwards, a 
national, council of . the Bjibops of )fegypt, forty- 
nine of whom had been prefent at the Syno^. of 
Tyre, addrefled an epiftle or manifefto in fa- 
vour of Athanafius to all the t Bijftiops' of the 
Chriftian world. In . this epiftle : th'ey ; affert, 
that fame of the .Confeifors, who accompanied 
them to Tyre, had., accufed Eufebius of Csef^.- 
rea of an aQ relative to idolatrous lacrific^. 

.^$6TJiy0ffiT0 V7T0 TUV l\piV (Atha- 

U 2 naf, 
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naf. t©m. u p. 728.) Befides this ftort and 
authentic memorial, which efeaped the know- 
ledge or the candour of our confederate Doc- 
tors, a confonant but more circumftantial nar- 
rative of the accufatfen of Eu(ebius : may be 
found in the writings of Epiphanius {HaereC 
lxviii. p. 723, 724.), the learned Biftop of 
Salamis, who was born about the rime of the 
Synod of Tyre. He relates, that, 'in one of the 
fefiions of the Council, Potamon, JBifhop of 
^leraclea in Egypt, addrefled Eufebius fn the 
following' words: <c How now, Eufebius, can 
" this be borne, that you ftiould be feated as 
" 2, judge, while the innocent Athanafius 
cf is l^ft ftanding as a criminal ? Tell me, 
<f continued Potamon, were we not in prifon 
c< . t0 S9 t ^ r during the persecution ? FoJ- my 
c . c own part, I loft an eye for the fake of the 
" truth" but I cannot difcern that you have 
"Joft anyone of your members'. Ybu bear 
19 not $ny marks of your fpfferings for Jefus 
f^ Chrift ; but here you are, full of life, and 
with all the parts, of your body found and 
€€ entire 1 . HtOW could ybti contrive to efcape 
f. from prifon, unlefe ydu ftained your con- 
f 5 fcifence, either by a<ftuah guHt or by a cr£- 
" min^l prbmife to our perfecutors ?" Eufe- 
bius ; lrrlrriedtiately broke- up the meetings and 
diJfcQV N ered by his anger, that he was confound- 

: ; v •". . & 
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ed or provoked by the reproaches of the Coa- 
fefibr Potamon* 

r I fh&uld defpife myfelf, if I were capable of 
fliagnifying, for 'a prefent occafion, the autho- 
rity ofohe witnefs whom I have produced. Po- 
tamon was mo& affuredly actuated by a ftrong 
prejudice againft the perfonal enemy of his Pri- 
mate;' and if die:tran^ion. to which he al- 
luded had been of a private and doubtful kind* 
I woitfd not take any ungenerous advantage 
of thei pefpeft which my Reverend Adverfaries 
muft entertain for the character of a Confeflbr, 
But I cannot diftruft the yeraqit^ of Potanrion, 
when he confined hirrifelf t® th£ aflertion of a 
faflb, which Uy within the corp^afs of his per- 
ianal krtQWledge : and coll^ter^l teftimony (See 
PhotJ^ p. 2g6, 297.) attefts* that Eufebius 
was lfpng enough in prifon to; affift fris friend, 
the Martyr Parophilus,, irv compofing- the firft 
fiys bpoks of h^s Apoloigy for Qrigen* If we 
^nifi tfiatf Eufs^u* wa * s TOpri^onecU. he nauft 
have, Ijteeii. difcharged, and his difch^rge mufi: 
h^ve eit^fr honourably or criminal, or 
ifraop^nt. If his.patience vanquilhed the cruelty 
#f tJVP Tyrant's Minifters^ a flaortrelatiort of hj$ 
iQLWn confeffion and fufferings would haare formed 
an, yfeful and edifying Chapter in his DidaAic 
Hiftqry< of the, Perfecution o£ Paleftine:j and 
the Reader, would: havebeem fatisfied of the 
y^ac&y of anUiftorian wbpyahied<tmth aboye 

his 



Digitized by 



I *S° ] 

his life. If it had been in his power to juftify, 
or even to excufe, the manner of his difcharge 
from prifon, it was his intereft, it was his duty, 
to prevent the doubts and fufpicions which 
muft arife from his filenee under thefe delicate 
circumftances. Notwithftanding. thefe urgent 
reafons, Eufebiushas obferved a profound, and 
perhaps, a prudent*^ filenee : though he fre- 
quently celebrates the merit and marfyrdbm 
of his friend Pamphilys (p. 371. 394. 41$. 427, 
Edit. Cantab.), he riever iniiatiates thafche was 
his companion in prifon ; and while he copi-r 
oufly defcribes the eight years perfeeution in 
Paleftine, he never reprefents himfelf in any 
other light than that of a fpedtator. Such a con-* 
du£t in a Writer, who relates? with a Vifiblefa- 
tisfa&ion the honourable events of his own life, 
if it be not abfolutely ionfidered as ah evi- 
dence of tonfeious guilt, muft excite^ and may 
juftify, the fufpicions of the mqft candid Critic. 
• Yet the firmneft 'of Dr. Rartdolph is riot 
fliaken by thefe rational fulpidions j mid he 
condefcends, in a magifterial ton^ to inform 
me, " That it is highly improbable, frorti the 
* c general well-known decilion of the Church 
cc in fuch cafes, that had his apbftacy been 
<c known, he would have rifen to^thofe high 
fC honours which hie attained, of beeiv adfhi ttfed 
« f at all indeed to any other than lay^om- 
€€ munion." This weighty objedHoh did not 
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'furprife me, as I had already feen the fubftancte 
of it in the Prolegomena of Valefius ; but I 
fafely difregarded a difficulty which had not 
appeared of any moment to the national coun- 
cil of Egypt; andl ftrll think that an hundred 
Bifhops, with Athanafius at their head, were 
as competent judges of the difcipline of the 
fourth Century, as even the Lady Margaret's 
Profeffor of Divinity in the Univerfity of Ox- 
ford. As a work of fupererogation, I have 
confulted, however, the Aritiquities of Bing- 
ham (See l. iv. c. 3. f. 6, 7. vol. i. p. 144, &c. 
fol. edit.), and. found, as I expedted, that 
much real learning had made him cautious and 
modeft. After a careful examination of the 
fafts and authorities already known to me, and 
of thofc with which I was fupplied by the di- 
Jigent Antiquarian, I am perfuaded that the 
theory and the pta&ice of difcipline were not 
invariably the fame, that particular examples 
cannot always be reconciled with general 
rules, and that the ftern laws of juftice often 
yielded to motives of policy and convenience. 
The temper of Jerom towards thofe whom he 
confidered as Heretics, was fierce and unfor- 
giving; yet the Dialogue of Jerom againft the 
Lucifctfans, which I have read with infinite 
pleafure (torn. ii. p. 135—147. Edit. Bafil. 
1536.), is the feafonable and dextrous per- 
formance of a Stafefman, who fete the expe- 
diency 
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diency of foothipg and reconciling a numerous 
party of offenders. The moft rigid difcigline, 
with regard to the Ecdefiaftics who had fallen 
in time of perfecution, is expreflfed in the 10th 
Canon of the Council of Nice ; the moft re- 
markable indulgence was (hewn by the Fathers 
of the fame Council to the lapfed, the degraded, 
the fchifmatic Bifhop of Lycopolk. . Of the 
penitent finners, fome might efcape the fhaine 
of a public convidtion or confeffion, and others 
might be exempted from the rigour of cle- 
rical punifhment. If Eufebius incurred the 
guilt of a facrilegious promife (for we are free 
to accept the milder alternative of Potamon), 
the proofs of this criminal tranfaftion might 
be fuppreffed by the influence of money or fa- 
vour \ a feafbnable journey into Egypt might 
allow time for the popular rumours to fubfidd 
The crime of Eufebius might bepfote&ed by 
the impunity of many Epifcopal Apoftates 
(See Philoftorg. 1. ii. c. 15, p. 21. Edit, Go* 
thofred.J; and the Governors 6f the Church 
very reafonahly defired to retain in their fer- 
vice the moft learned Chriftian of the Age* 

Before I return thefc fheets to the prefs, I 
muft not forget an anonymous pamphlet, which, 
under the title of A Few Remarks.* &c. was pub* 
lifted again* my Hiftofry in the coterfe of tfc&Iaft 
fummer. The unknoyra writer has thoughtpropcr 
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todiftinguifhhimfelf by the emphatic, yet vagtie* 
appellation of A Gentleman: but 1 muft la- 
ment that he has not confidered, with becoming 
attention, the duties of that refpe&able charac-« 
ter. I am ignorant of the motives which can 
urge a man of a liberal mind, and liberal man- 
ners, to attack without provocation* and with- 
out tendernefs, any work which may have con- 
tributed to the information, of even to the 
amufement, of the Public. But I am well con- 
vinced, that the author of fuch a work, who 
boldly gives his name and his labours to the 
world, im£ ofes on his adverfaries the fair and 
honourable obligation of encountering him in 
open day-light, and of fupporting the weight 
of their affertions by the credit of their names. 
The effufions of Wit, or the prodtidtions of rea- 
fon, may be accepted from a fecret and un- 
known hand. The critic who attempts to 
injure the reputation of another, by ftrong im- 
putations which may poflibly be falfe, fhould 
renounce the ungenerous hope of concealing 
behind a mafk the vexation of difappointment, 
and the guilty blufti of detection. 

After this remark* which I cannot make 1/ 
withdut fome degree of concern* I fhall frankly 
declare, that it is not my wifti or my inten- 
tion to profefcute with this Gentleman a lite- 
rary altercation. There lies between us a v 
broad and unfathomable gulphY and the heavy 

X mift 



Digitized by 



[ "54 J 

mrft of prejudice and fuperftition, which has m.- 
a great meafbre been dilpelled by the free in- 
quiries of the prefent age, ftill continues to in- 
volve the mind of my Adverfary. He fondly 
embraces thofe phantoms (for inftance, an ima- 
ginary Pilate which can fcarcely find a 
ihelter in the gloom of an Italian convent * and 
the refcntment which he points againft me, 
«iight frequently be extended to the moft en- 
iightened of the Protestant, or> in his opi- 
mion, of the Heretical critics. His obferva- 
tions are divided into a number of unconne&ed 
^paragraphs, each of which contains fome quo- 
tation from my Hiftory, and the -angry, yet 
commonly trifling, expreflion of his difapproba- 
.tion and difpleafure. Thofe fentiments 1 can- 
not hope to remove; and as the religious <qpi- 
4>i^ns of this Gentleman are principally founded 
ron the infallibility of the Church *, theyaw 
not calculated to make a very«deep impreffioj* 
on the rnind ofan Englifti reader. The view,of 
faSs will be materially affe&ed by the conta- 
gious influence tf foSrines. The mw, who xe^ 
fyfes to judge of the ccyiduft of Lewis XIV. 
,,a^d Charles V. towards >their JProteftant fub- 
;}e®s3, declares himfelf incapable pf rdiftia- 
guifking the limits of perfection $nd tolera- 
tion. The devout Papift, who h^s implored 

1 Remarks, p. ipo. *I<L p. .15. 3 Id. p. in. 
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on his knees the interceffion of St. Cyprian, 
will feldom prefume to examine the a&ions of 
the Saint by the rules of hiftorical evidence and 
of moral propriety. Inftead of the homely 
likenefs which I had exhibited of the Bifhop of 
Carthage, my Adverfary has fubftituted a life 
of Cyprian 4 , full of what the French call 
enftion, and the Englifh, canting (See Jortin's 
Remarks, Vol. ii. p. 239.): to which I can 
only reply, that thofe who are diflatisfied with> 
the principles of Molheitn and Le Clerc, tnuji 
view with eyes very different from mine, the 
Ecclefiaftical Hiftory of the third century. 

It would be an endlefs difcuflion {endlefs in 
every fenfe of the word), were I to examine the 
cavils which ftart up and expire in every page 
of this criticifm, on the inexhauftible topic of 
opinions, characters, and intentions. Moft of 
the inftances which are here produced, are of 
fo brittle a fubftance that they fall in pieces as 
foon as they are touched : and I fearched for 
fome time before I was able todifcover an ex- 
ample of fome moment where the Gentleman 
had fairly ftaked his veracity againft fome po- 
fitive fa& afferted in the Two laft Chapters of 
my Hiftory. At laft I perceived that he has 
abfolutely denied 5 that any thing can be ga^ 
thered from the Epifties of St. Cyprian, or front 

* Remarks, p. 72—88. * Id.-j>. 90, 91. 
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his treatife Be Unitate Ecckfi<e> to which I had 
referred, to juftify my account of the fpiritual 
pride and licentious manners of fome of the 
Confeflbrs A . As the numbers of the Epiftles 
are not the fame in the edition of Pamelius and 
in that of Fell, the Critic may be excufed fop 
miftaking my quotations, if he \yill acknow- 
ledge that he was ignorant 'of ecclefiaftical 
hiflory, and that he never heard of the troubles 
excited by the fpiritual pride of the Confeflbrs, 
who ufurped the privilege of giving letters of 
communion to penitent finners. But my re- 
ference to the treatife De Unitate Ecclefi* was 
clear and dired; the treatife itfelf contains 
only ten pages, and the following words might 
be diftindtly read by any perfon who under- 
ftood the Latin language. ff Nec quifquam 
cc miretur, dileftiflimifratres, etiam deconfeffo- 
<c ribus quofdam ad ifta procedere, inde quoque. 
" aliquos tarn nefandatam gravia peccare. Ne- 
fX que enim confeffio immunem facit ab infidiis 
cc diaboli; aut contra tentationes, et pericula, et 
" incurfus atque impetus feculares adhuc in fe- 
f c culo pofitum perpetua fecuritate defendit : ce- 
cc terum nunquam in confefforibus, fraudes y et 
" Jtupra,etadulteriapo{}:modumvidereTnus, quse 
" nunc in quibufdam videntes ingemifcimus et 
t< dolemus."This formal declaration of Cyprian, 
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which is followed by feveral long periods of 
admonition and cepfure, is alone fufficient to 
pxpofe the fcandalous vices of fome of the Con- 
fefibrs, and the difmgenuous behaviour of my 
concealed adverfary. 

After this example, v which I have fairly 
chofen as one of the moft fpecious and import- 
ant of his objedtions, the candid Reader would 
excufe me, if from this moment; I declined the 
Gentleman's acquaintance. But as. two topics 
have occurred, which are intimately conne&ecl 
with the fubjedt of the preceding fheets, I hav$ 
inferted each of them in its proper placje, as 
the conclufion of the fourth* article of my an- 
fwers to Mr. Davis, and of the firft article of 
my reply to the confederate Do&ors, Chelfura 
and Randolph, 

It is not without fome mixture of mortifi- 
cation and regret, that I now look back on 
the number of hours which I have confumed, 
and the number of pages which I have filled, 
^n vindicating my literary and moral charadter 
from the charge of wilful Mifreprefentations % 
grofs ErrorSy and fervile Plagiarifms. I cannot 
derive any triumph or confolation from the oc- 
cafional advantages which I may have gained 
over three adverfaries, whom it is impoflible 
for me to confider as objefts either of terror 
or of efteem. The fpirit of refentment, and 

every 
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every other lively fenfation* have long fince 
been extinguifhed 5 and the pen would long 
fince have dropped from my weary hand, had 
I not been fupported in the execution of this 
ungrateful talk, by the confeioufnefs, or at 
leaft by the opinion, that I was difcharging a 
debt of honour to the Public and to. myfelf. 
[ I am impatient to difmifs, and to difmifs for 
Sver, this odious controverfy, with the fuc- 
cefs of which I cannot furely be elajted j and 
I have only to requeft, that, as foon as my 
Readers are convinced of my innocence, they 
would forget my Vindication* 

Rjr back- Street, 
Echruary3, 1.779, 

FINIS. 



KK % It a*jr flipa-ofr thepei^or. errors of the preft, ftould ftill re- 
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